reek 


a 


, - 
| . 
| < Matact: ‘ 4 x, f Ween we 
| i s b ‘ 4 x + 
| ae a nd ge a 2 : 
i i 4 or : i : > 
L 7 , ek. . . 2 erg 
: ¢ : ‘ ‘ Am 
x hs i * 7 i 
; : ‘ < Vj ~ : 
: . \ , ne \ % A y ees 
ij , j iy ’ < . ‘ s * 
4 ~ * ' = £ ; 
ye é ® S a 


— SS ————— —= ——— 
5 ag Te a a ——————— EE = == 
en an AS SANG ETEK, NOS ORSES SA A wa i fey hye WOU —<$<—— =———— 
= LN ad, PIN, ey © EONS Beng PT ese . ———————— 

he mix. é a ik 


—— 


——$<$——— 
SSSSHS__SSS= —— 


Ms — _—_ ee ez 


y, 


“(hss 


% 


f 
oe 


h 


_— 
y 
y 


Aull eos, 


~“ 

N 
Sone 
Tae 


ve 


ey TPE REESE TE VRP VPA ARR SE 8 Taran bean pee % 
Caeitjaaie scr eae i Ps 


Rea rae 


Sey? TRENTON Ep 
pile POS 5 


il Sion alacant RR id LUE a Se Seer 


+ MN 


N 


49 


athoyton 


72 


HH Be re 


Lp OLE? 


Mid 


OTSTAS 


: 
~ 


- 7 Rea TPIS A AON AR SHIA TR 


lnaecsopinsialleta: 8 ie Bs 


Hameo 7p ae aD, Acarcec/Y w-ore by? 5 
ut 718 Plates : Ahtney retin of es AD LA le ae, F 


oie "tats Palzeographia Britannica: Tak he 
OR, 


DISCOURSES 


ON 


ANTIQUITIES 


g PookN UMBER I. Mompiticed Vorvea QPrerk, 


Origines Royftoniane, Part I. or a defence of lady ROIS IA de Vere 
Foundrefs of Roiffon, againft the calumny of Mr. Parkin re€tor of Ox- 
burgh. wherein his pretended an{wer is fully refuted : the former opinion 
farther confirmd and illuftrated, To which occafionally are added, many 
Curious matters in antiquity : and fix copper-plates, 


Nec fatis apparet, cur librum fattitet, utrum 
minxerit in patrios cineres - an trifte bidental 
moverit incefius: certe furit, ac velut wrfus, 
objettos Cavex valuit fi frangere clathros, 
indottum, doftumque fugat recitator acerbus, 


By WILLIAM STUKELEY Reéfor of All-faints in Stamford, 


STAMFORD: 


Printed by Francis Howgrave, 3746. and fold by Aadrew Rogers 
bookfeller there : and the bookfellers in Loudon. 
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PapaeCapasamapapandoacariqa Goaccnanaeehacgs 
To the Right Honourable 
The Lord HARDWIC K, 


Lord High-Chancellor of Great-Britain, &c &c. 


My Lord, 


T happens, that I very foon fulfill, what I feem 

to have prognofticated, when I firft did myfelf the 
honor, of prefixing your great name, to my book on 
this fubject. 


‘© Time that diminifhes moft things, may poffibly 
‘© add to the bulk of this work, and render it a volume, 
“and more worthy of your Lordfhips patronage. 


The firft part is really accomplifh’d, and fooner 
than I then thought of : I wifh I may be as fure of 
the latter part. 


I was 


iain 
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DEDICATION. 


{ was then induc’d to infcribe it to your Lordfhip, 
not on account of the bulk of the work, but becaufe of 
the curiofity and worthinefs of the fubject, as it ap- 
peard to me; and becaufe of its Vicinity, to your Lord- 
{hips elegant retreat of Wimpole; which you have re- 
edity’d, and render’d more agreeable for your abode, 


when publick cares will permit you, to enjoy the {weets 
of retirement. 


I did not mean, nor do I now mean, to make your 
name a fanction to my errors. if Ihave committed an ei 
take them tomy felf. But I might reafonably have hoped, 
no one would offer ungentleman-like treatment, to an 
paper, that had the name of Lord Hoardenick prefix’d;, 
whofe difcernment of perfons and things is too exaé, to 
countenance rudenefs, or ignorance. 


As the Ros/for antiquity is now become a controverfy: 
what I then offer'd to your Lordthip as a protector of 
learning, Inow lay before youas a judg; well qualified in 
all kinds of human and divine literature, your Lordfhip’s 
penetration, is every day exercis‘d in difcovering truth, 
thro’ the gloffes put upon it, by the moft artful oratory 
and eloquence. when thrown only into the plaineft and 
fimpleft light: you will not have the leaft difficulty in 
difcerning it, from that changeable and fallacious garb, 
which pretenders to {cience may draw over it, 


The 


DEDICATION. 


The caufe likewife of a great lady and a widow, the 
caufe of a great king traduc’d and ill treated, naturally 
addrefles its felfto your Lordfhips tribunal: where it will 
furely meet that countenance which it deferves, and in 
your confummate judgement will acquiefce. 


To fuch, to the character of the dead, as well as of the , 
living, your Lordfhip is the rightful patron and pro- 
rector. 


Some of the noble parts of the hiftory of our illuftri- 
ous monarch Henry II as a kegi/lator and lawyer, ahero, 
and a prince of piety and religion, are here illuftrated, from 
real monuments of his time; conformable co the hiftori- 
ans, who then wrote from their own knowledg. if at any 
time it engages your Lordfhips attention ; and if it con- 
tributes to your entertainment, it will be the greateft 
pleafure co 


My Lord, 


Your Lordfhip’s moft devoted, 
6. guly 1745. and obedient fervant, 


W.*SLTURELEY. 
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W HE N Iwas inform’d that Mr. P—— had been for two years 
bufying himfelf and friends, about writing on the Roifton anti- 
guity > Limagin’d, be bad met with fome record, that gave anew light to it. 
what I wrote was done in avery foort time, at London, immediately after I 
had taken the drawings of the place. I did it, with an intent to entertain 
fome friends that defired my opinion of it. T likewife thought the thing de- 
ferv'd it ; for I take it to be the moft confiderable Enelith antiquity, we bave 


feen. 


4 have bad many letters from Mr. Roger Gale and other good judges of 
fuch matters, that thought is the [aine manner: and commending what I had 
done. butit furpriz’d mea ote when I vead Mr, P——s book, finding 
Gfier he had made a great parade of advertizing by bimfelf and friends + and 
a mufter-roll of reafons, proofs and Rernoniiration’ yet in reality, be bad 
only perplew’d, and darken’d the fubjett with new conjettures ; and as they 
appear to me, abfolutely wild, arbitrary and groundle/s. I thought it firange 
that be foould trouble the aarhd, on no better eS ; till difcern’d, 
that there was fome more than ordinary frnifter view in it: and that a tor- 
rent of difingenuity, vudene/s, aad inflexible contradiltion, mifreprefentation, 
and all the engines of a perverfe fpivit were employ d , which evidently 
foew'd, it was diftated by a party rage: as be had no perjonal knowledge 
of Me. 


A man’s foes fhall be they of his own houfehold : 4 truth which muft hold 
good, becaufe {pcken by the highe/t authority ! the fubterraneous chapel at 
Roifton, was wot my property, nor did I affume the monopoly. of writing up- 
on it, and id might not two perfons write upon it, without being affenfive 
to one another ¢ but fomewhat more than common is ever at the bottom ; when 
ill language is usd. at leaft, with the lawyers, it is reckon'd, the fign of 
a bad caufe. } 
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The PREFACE. il 


This geatleman, who from ax oblique turn fomewhere, undertook to write 
againft me, {uppos’d, be could not make out a book, unlefs he tranfcrib’d mine. 
and after be had tired his friends, far and near, town and country, with 
endeavouring to get [ubfcriptions, for [o important a performance he thought, 
the book would not fell with a frmple title, therefore he garnify’d it, with the 
pomp of, Remarks on or an an{wer to Dr, Stukeley’s book. 


Like Horace’s chap, 


Ut praeco, ad metces, turbam gui cogit emendas, 


and that he might transfufe my book compleatly into bis own, be purloin’d my 


plates too; Lut wanted ingenuity to acknowledge by whom he had profited ¢ 
and palu’d them upon the world for his own, in bis advertifements. 


A popifo book{eller who fells works, calculated for the benefit of mother 
church, was firft employed to get my plates, from my book/feller. but (as the 
plates were in my own cuftody) they were oblig’d to copy them, and very dif~ 
honeftly left out my name at the bottom of the plates, as the defigner. whow 
ever undertakes to draw them out, no worfe than I have done, from the fub= 
terraneous chapel its felf, will find, it takes no Small time, and pains and 
judgment. therefore I had a right to their thanks at leapt, when they usa my 
dabours without leave. ibis ufage among protefiants is call’d pyracy. 


In my book, I illuftrated the whole affair of this chapel, frome the bef hie 
frortans. from thofe hiftorians that lived in the time, when the things were 
tranfatted. from the accurate and learned Benedi& Abbot of Peterborough: 
chaplain to Henry U. always prefent with him, both at home and in Nor- 
mandy. @ fine charatter of bim in Swapham put out by Sparkes, anda 


catalogue of the books he wrote, p. 99. fee Hernes tefimonys of hit, before bis 
edition, ana of him more hereafter. 


Again my accounts are taken from that noble hiftorian Roger Hoveden, 
another of Henry IIs. chaplains, always at court, perfonally converfant in al} 
tran{attions of thofe times: who had all the original papers in bis hand, of 
which be writes. again, from Giraldus Cambrenfis, who was @ learnea 
man, aud fecretary to that monarch, along with him in bis Irith expedition, 
knew all the fecrets and fprings of perfons and things. laftly from Matthew 


Paris, 


ll. "Vhemti: Dba ear 


Paris, a wowk of St. Albans, near the feat of power: one of the mof re 
nown'd biftorians of this kingdom, fays bifbop Nicolfon, but one purticularly 
lyable to the {pleen of the papifts. as may be een fufficiently in the teftimonys 
prefixt to Wats’s edition. yet the papifis themfelves give him the character of 
an excellent hiftortan. 


Thefe were all coeval with the matters wrote on. the hiftory and imagery of 
she Roifton chapel, the whole of my book, is graphically deduc’d {rom thefe 
authors, and appears like a piltwre drawn from their words. they mutually 
confirm each others veracity and exattne/s. and only upon the fuppofal of is 
being done for what I make it, it could not have been defigw'd move ace 
curately. 


But all this is fpirited away, by the jingle romaut of the golden legend. 
there is not any one thing, in my book, that is not attack d fromthat promp- 
tuary of popifh fuperftition. in aword, p. 28. he makes my whole hiftory of 
the imagery to be deduc’d from certzin monkifh annals, and that I am fore'd 
to firetch even them, to make ‘em tally wito my account. 


This, good reader, is the methcd wherewith fome people treat mankind. 
you are not to believe any thing but the golden legend. any author, living or 
Bead that tallys not therewith, is to be damn'd. thofe admiralle hiftorians 
abovemention'da, the honor and glory of our country, and its hiftory, muft be 
branded with the name of rnonkifh annals. they difinguifb nat, the public 
tranfactions of bighe/t moment, of the caftern and weftern world, the fate and 
fortune of many kingdoms and eftates, letters of the greateft princes, 
pandes of laws civil and ecclefaftical, and other matters of policy and legi- 
fration, of utmoft concern to mankind, from the little occurrences, within the 
walls of a cloifter. and all the while the golden legend is held forth, as the 
only ungueftionable authority. fothat with much tran{cription from my book, 
much fromthe golden legend, nuch falfe quotation, chicanery, fophiftry, mif- 
seprefentation and invidious reflection, ond all my copper plates, a new bock 
is produc’d, to alarm the world with my name, as if I had been guilty of the 
moft atrocious crime. and a difpute is railed, upon a matter not of fuficient im 
portance as a difpute, in a fcience conjettural: and where we poffibly may beth 
of us be inthe wrong. 
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But in veality, the quarrel is wot fo much between Dr Stukeley and Mfr 
P as betéeen Benedi&t Abbot and the legenda aurea. for infted of 
folid biftcry, we muft be teazd with repeated quotation from thence, and that 
too in the obfolete language. like the antiquarys guefts, invited to da enter- 
tainment of acorus: becaufe, truly, that was the moft antient food. for 
the fame veafon, they ought to be allow'd to drink out of acorn cups only. 
and this is the way to make the entertainment dry and fober enough. and by 
this rule, an antiquary may well protract the payment of a trade(iman’s bill 
Jor ’tis not worthy of bis regard, till it becomes an antiquity. 


Thus fares it with thcfe gentlemen, that think, if they have got a feal or 
two of an old abby, they are qualify’d for an author. aud that every thing 
which is old ought to be printed, indifcriminately, for that reafon only + 
without any ufe, inftrultion or entertainment. but tis altogether inexcufable 
to make this a pretence to abufe any perfon: and carry on {cbemes of party- 
refentment, on their wafte paper. 


Thave for along while enjoy’d the candor of the public, toward my writings, 
I have quoted innumerable authors therein ; never with acrimony, and ill-na- 
sure; never without honor, decency and refpet. but here my misfortune is to 
have {poken honorably of a great king, the Lreateft who ever ruld otr [cepter. 
I have fpoken honorably of many noble perfonages, that were much attach’ 
to him. I have made Henry the Id, as it were the hero of my book, who 
dealt {ome hard things toward their favorite faint Becket. I have [poke civilly 
of a lady of quality, and of piety, throughout my booR ; confequently her name 
often occurs. this fine lady he rudely calls crambe bis repetita. a new phrafe 
of his own making! I have fpoken fome true things, tho’ not to the honor of 
the French. I have likewife neglected fome fulfom adoration, to Some faints, 
both of Englith aad foreign growth. true and imaginary: this is provocation 
enough . thefe are crimes that demand the severeft nfage - [auch as the tyrants 
of civil and fpiritual power never fail to deal, toward all under their hands. 


Therefore I hope the candid reader will pardon me, if felf defence among o- 
ther reafons, excites me, to offer this further account of the Roifton antiquity, 
in print. what I wrote before on the fubjet, I thought it deferv'’d it. I bad an 
opinion of the curiofity of it. aud I know, to what a length thefe matters 
of (peculation may acceptably be extended ; and no further, I muft, then, ina 
break 
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treat the reader not to impute to me, the tedioufnefs ov the duluefs of the pre- 
feat difpute. and if any thing difagreable falls to the bare of my opponent; if 
the great laugh is turn’d upon bimfeif: he muft charge it to bis own as- 
count « who began with me, caufele/ly and unprovoked. nor foall I think my 
Self anfwerable for any future confequences. 


As I have been oblig’d to reconfider the matter, and to re-examine the de- 
Signs I made of it, I found the further I inquired into it, the more 1 was cone 
vinced of the truth of my former hypothefis; and many new confirmations 
and illuftrations of it occur’d. I have recited a good many of them, tho not 
all. this has {weil’d my book; and I have added fome other incidental matters, 
that I thought new, ufeful, important and entertaining ; to allure the reader 
in going thro’ [uch a heap of crofs-grain’d contradittion, as I had to deal with, 
as fome further relief to his patience, I have divided it into chapters. I think 
I have intirely overthrown my adverfarys {cheme, which is not frrong, 
thro’ its own repugnancy to its felf. *tis inconfiftent, has no regular fyftent, no 
meaning, more than a jejune view of reftoring the worft part of old religion - 
making us to believe, there are no claws inthe lyon’s foot, but I do not pretend to 
demonftration, as he does, where he is the moft diftant from it. I think J [uf- 
Sficiently foew, bis notions about lady RO UST A’s cave, are very illfound- 
ed, and his fantaftic triumph premature, 


I have only to advertize and affure the reader, that this work was intirely 
Sinifoed in the beginning of the mouth of july 1745, before we had any know 
ledge of the late fhocking rebellion ; and was intended to have been printed that 
fummer. I mention this for two reafons, 1ft. that the reader may not think 
any expreffions herein were owing to that event in truth, I have ftruck out 
many, that might have been fo interpreted. and 2dly, I defer'd the publica- 
tion, till the rebellion was fubdwd ; as an amufement unfeafonable, in atime of 
fo much dangir. 


N.B. The motto in the title page is taken from 
Horat. de arte poet, ad _finem. 
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Of fome matters. 


Eligion the chief end of life, p. 35: 69. 85. 87. 95. 116. 


The kebla’s of the Druids, 16, 
The Roman city Grauta defcrib’d, 36. 
The Roman city Durobrivis, 37. 


The Roman navigation call’d Cardyke, trac’d, : 
Audry caufy a Roman road originally. 38, 129. 


The Roman city at York, 39. 
Roman fepultures, 45. 


The Saxon Mercia, where ? 126. 133.’ 


Sidnacefter, a Saxon bifhoprick, where? 112. 


S. Pega’s cell at Croyland, a college. 35. 


The univerfitys of Cambridge and Stamford founded, 35. 36; 
Lord Turkety/ abbot of Croylaad the occafional founder. 35. 134. 
Pythagoras’s {chool at Cambridge, a curious antiquity, 37. 

S. Wilfrid’s monaftery at Ound/e, where he died, 44. 


S. Zibba’s cell at Rybal now remaining. 44, 


Downham hermitage, Erith hermitage and others rightly ftated, 34; 


36, 38. 

The manner of old croffes, 7. 8. 55. 
Roifton crofs when erected, 11. 19, 85, 
A crofs was holy ground; 11. 


Old manner of fepulchers and cenotaphs. 41. 


Fabric of churches. 75, 76. 77, 97. 112. 
Origin of portico’s in minfters. 97: 

wae domes or cupola’s. 97. 

An altar with fobn Baptifts portrait, 52. 


Some curious heads at Ba/derton church, 112, 
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Account of queen Maud’s tapiftry at Bayeux. 1. 86, 90. 91. 
Of antient habits male and female 73074. 76. 97. 111, 
A great conjunétion of the Planets, 4. D. 1186. 98, 
The figures of palmers or pilgrims, 99, 

Original figures of Flenry Wl. 73. 10%. 71, 

wee Queen Eleanor..73. 101. 111, 11: 

wom Richard I: 73. 43. 


II2, 


——————=- Berengaria his queen. 73, 111. 

" Eliz. de March queen to king Fobn, 73. 111. 

Ralf de Bernake and Roifia his wife, 78. 

The intire figure of Stephen earl of Albemarl, 106. 

wom Of Henry de Newburgh, earl of Warwick, 108. 
William \ord Peircy, 124. 
Walter de Lacy, 132, 
Alan earl of Britany. 133. 

Of Waltheof earl of Fluntington, &c. 
William earl Warren. we 


SRERINSreC enone, baer acts ee ee ee 


Benedité Abbas’s charaéter. preface. 47. OF. 

Charaéter of Henry I. 5, 67, 

of Alberic de Vere lady R OI S IA’ father. 94, 
——Roger Hoveden, Matt. Paris, Giraldus Cambren aS, 
Character and affiftants of Weaver the antiquary, 10, 


preface, 47, 22, 


——Wingfield Bodenham the antiquary. 71. 105, 120. 
~— of the golden legend. 47. 48. 55. 61. 
—— of the great Burghley. 113. 159. 


Origin 


Di SEDER YX, 


Origin of the affizes. 92. 93. 54. 

Court-leets and county-courts their difference. ETiine, 

Boke-land tenure, what? r9. 

Grants for markets and fairs ftated. 22, pe 

Of the antient guilds. 71, 

Religious plays at the great feftivals. so. 

Emprefs Maud’s charter to Geffery Mandevil, 113: 

Origin and ufe of heraldty. rox. 102. 104. 106. 109. 118, 122. 127. 
The curious tabula Elienfis. 120. 123. 

The torques of the nobles, 70. 

Male and female {culls, their difference. 9. 45. 46. 

Nufels, what? 26. 

Arms hereditary in very old times, 102.104. 106. 114. 121. 123.128, 130. 
Robin Hood’s genealogy, 25. 114, 115, 124, 125. 135. 


The chief. 109. 120, 129, chevron. 122. 129. 

bend, 109. 125. 129. pale. 126. pile. #b. 

Fefs. 109. 123. 129. crofs. 103.'127, 129. 
Saltire, 130. efcarbuncele. 130. 
Matcles. 133, bordures. 133. fret. 134. 


Labels, 133. flaunch. 133. maunch. 132. canton. 133, €&¢, 
The croifade mainly the origin of coat-armor. 103. 106, 108. 121. 123. 
Papel touk30..17 8, 


— il 


The ground of Mr, P—s quarrel ages 5. 6. 47. $0, 55. Ox. 66. 
our author, Henry Il. and Zho. Becket. . 67. 8o. 
The inducement our author has to anfwer him, 32. 4. 84, 117. 135. 

No fyflem in Mr. P—~s. book. 6. 12.48. 12. 51, 53. 

Falfe references in his:book, p, 2. 9. 16, 18, 28, 

A fpecimen of his logic. 13. 15. 16, 17. 18.22. 23, 25. 26. 56,64. 67. 
G5, Fon 102. FOF. ‘TOT, 123; Ese 

His method of anfwering. 5, 125 15.17. 20, 23:40, 46. 57. 72: 
Wewic’s,"24) 25. 4ae5 5. $7.00: 

Deception of his reader, 15. 33, 40. 46.57: 63. 110. 
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Difingenuity. 20, 24, 27,22 
Ope 110, 

Falfe affertions, 18. 19. 20. 21, 23.27. 32. 56, 52. OF. Isy, 
His publick hermites, abfurd. 14. 26, 34.39.79. Io7. 
His hermits were Highlanders, 3 . 
Stations of faints and Roman SEcl. 26, 64. 65. 66.67, Bo. 
Papifts. 25. 64. 90. 96. 97,98. 
Many altars and chantrys here abfurd, 62. 71.101, ZI. 
Art of doubling. 56, 57. 58. 70. 103, 
His own faint Rowney and FAypolites horfe. 24. 25. 28, go, 
His delphic fword 53, 
His imaginary heremitagium de Barkway, 32. 39.79. 
Falfe quotations. 27.13 2ni4bs 
Skill in archite@ture, 7.423. 30° 
Anachronifm. 56. 59. 103, 
22. 23+ 29, 40. 46, 62, 108, tafte. 2: 
Skill in divinity; 34. 53, 59, 63.97. 
Faith and charity. 50. 67. yx0. 117. Wit. 60. 


Proofs of our hypothe/is, 
From Weaver. 9, to, 


From fome letters. 4: 

S. Katheriz, 63. 64, 

Chronological proofs. 65. 98. 99. 

Of the original entrance. 65. 83. 
From king Henry’s figure crofled. 100. 
From the figure of queen Eleanor. 73: 10: 
From the figures of the French king. 91. 92. x00. 
From St. Chriffopher’s image. 65. 99. 
From the circle of the imagery. 88. 
Proof of the whole. 11. 81.90, 91. 117i 


+ 32+ 33. 40,47. 58. 626 65, 80, yor, 103. 


good nature. 30, 41, politenefs, 12: 23: 
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The tapiftry of the conquerors expedition, in the church of Bayeux, of @ like 
tafte with lady ROISIA?’s figures. Lhe nobleft monument of Englith 


antiquity abroad + as the Roifton cave at home. A new confirmation of 


my hypothefis from fome letters in it. Some remarks on Mr, P——s 
hoftility, the manner and fourfe of it, Lecaufe I {peak civilly of Henry Ne 
The averfion of the court of Rome. 


publith’d a pompous book in two folio volumes, dedicated to 
2 the French king ; intituled, fs monumens de la monarchie fran- 
coife, with all the figures and reprefentations of their kings, their monu- 

ments, and the antiquitys relating tothem, which time de fpar’'d. The 
nobleft part of that work, is a “ai of hangings, belonging to the cathe- 
dral church of Bayesx in Normandy, being the hiftory nt ls conqueft (as 
comonly call’d) by William duke of ate This piece of tapiftry 
is 212 foot in length, about two foot in bredth, It contains the reprefen- 
tation of Edward the confeflor making his will ; ; fending over Harold, one 
of his nobles, to William duke of Normandy with it: wherein he has no- 
minated him the duke, his fucceflor. Harold-by tempeft is driven upon 
the coaft of Guy earl of Panthiew ; who took him prifoner and expected 
aconfiderable ranfom, Duke William hearing of it, demands the liberty 
of Harold, and carrys him to his.palace. Harold {wears fealty to him, 

He returns. King Edward dyes. Harold is crown’d by Stigand archbi- 
fhop. The duke builds a fleet and invades England, gives battle to 
Harold, who is kill’d. 


Ae This 


\ HE great French antiquary, Montfaucon, in the yeat 173°, 
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This is the beginning and the end of this piece of tapiftry, for ‘tis not 
quite compleat ; nor have I mention’d the whole, of what hiftory it con- 
tains; but refer the curious reader to the work. We learn here, from 
the picture of it, much of the ufage of thofe times, which were the fame 
in Eagland and France; their habits, arms, fhips, churches, honfes, and 
many other matters, conformable to the beft hiftorians of the time. And 
we learn many facts, in that memorable hiftory, which writers lave not 
advertifed us of. 


°Tis the conftant opinion of thofe of the church of Bayeux, which has 
been handed down from the time, concerning this work, that it was 
made by Adaud, wile to William the conqueror. That vertuous princefs, 
much interefted for the glory of the king her husband, had a mind to 
” leave to pofterity, this monument of one of the ereateft and moft fortu- 
nate expeditions, that ever was made. 


Monfieur Montfaucon had this work drawn out exactly, in the tafteand 
manner of the original ; and has taken pains to illuftrate the whole hi- 
ftory, largely. His book in general, does great honour to his own coun- 
try ; and this piece in particular, is indeed, the nobleft monument in the 
world, relating to our old Exglifp hiftory, Had Mr Parkin ever feen 
this Work, he would have fneer’d it ; as he has done that at Roifton, in 
language, and complements equally awkard ; in the dedication to his pa- 
tron, of which ’tis proper I fhould give a fpecimen : as an introduétion 
to his tafte and manner. 


“ This mnft be granted, as you have fo accurately furvey’d the bold 
** baflo relievo’s the breathing ftatues of the principal faints, the mare 
“ vellous hiftorical pieces and ornaments requir’d to be, and to be ob- 
*¢ ferv’d in churches abroad: ornaments and relievo’s to be found 
** alfo in our oratory, tho” in a mean and very low life. 


This muft be granted to be fuch a piece of language and matter as 
never yet was addrefs’d, in any dedication. The meaning of it is too ab- 
ftrufe, too far remov’d from vulgar underftanding, for me to pretend to 
explain the whole of it ; I only make az anfwer to or remark upon the latt 
Words, as they appertain to my province. ‘ Ornaments and relievo’s 
= to be found alfo, in our oratory, tho’ ina very mean and low life. 


- 


Mr. 
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Mr. P-—— would certainly think this fine work of Mdontfaucon’s; not 
fo elegant as thofe of Awgelo and Baxdinello (as he calls him) but I mutt 
tell him, he that pretends to be an antiquarian, fhould know, the value of 
things does not altogether go in proportion with their finenefs. And had 
thefe hangings been as well defign’d, as Angelo and Bandinelli could have 
done it ; they would have been of no value at all; becaufe, like their 
works, they would only be the fantattical ideas of the defigners imagina- 
tion ; who never faw the perfons and things reprefented. Yet people of 
true judgement value thefe works, becaufe they are what they are; of 
the tafte of the time they belong to, whence we know their genuine- 
nefs. And thofe who underftand drawing as well as Mr. P does, 
who are not few in number, can very eafily form a moft exact idea of the 
thing thus reprefented, in the tafte of the time, It would be abfurd and 
unnatural were it otherwife. And the term of low life is as improperly 
affixed to thefe things ; as his comparifon between the popifh ornaments 
of churches abroad; and the sketches of Jady ROIS IA’s crypt. 


The truth 1s, the drawing in this famons piece of tapiftry, is fo ex- 
tremely like that of our lady ROIS TI<A’s, (for fol mutt ftill ven- 
ture to fpeak, notwithftanding Mr. P—-—’s anger) that at firft fight we 
difcern, they are of a country, and age, and hand, very little diftant 
and different. And I ftill dare venture to affirm, that the countefs 
ROISIA a lady of vertne, much interefted for the glory of the king, 
the great benefactor of their family, faithful adherents to the king (Henry 
II. I mean) wrought thefe figures and pictures, in her fepulchral chapel 
at Roiffon ; as a monument to herfelf and to them. And as Montfaucon’s 
tapiftry is indubitably, the nobleft monument of Fagli/p antiquity abroad, 
fo is our Roiffon cave, the nobleft monument of Eagii/b antiquity, that is 
in England, or that has been difcover’d in our time, 


°Tis this confideration alone that tempts me, to make this fecond pub- 
lication. It was happy for A/ontfaucon, that there is a running in{crip- 
tion in letters, all along every part of the tapiftry, to explain the whole: 
thus it begins, 


REX EDWARD HAROLD DVX ANGLORVM 
ET SVI MILITES EQVITANT AD BOSHAM 


ECCLESIA HIC HAROLD MARE NAVIGAVIT, E86. 
A 3 other- 
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otherwife it would have been as difficult, to have explain’d it, as that-of 
lady ROIS IA’s carving, But queen Maud made it on purpofe for 
a public monument, and gave it to the church, where it happens to be 
preferv'd to this day. Lady ROISTIA made her work, for a private 


monument, for none to fee but herfelf, well acquainted with every 
figure, and the meaning fhe had, in making them. 


In june 1745. I went down this venerable obfcurity again, 
my Grawings with the originals, for Mr. P—~ finds fault with my prints, 
as not being juftly taken; tho’ at the fame time, he copys them with all 
pretended fauits. I had reafon to wonder, that they wanted fo little cor- 
rection, as the candid reader will find, by comparing the Impreffion in 
this, with the former book of my publication. For ’tis extremely difficult 
to draw a regular defign, of the whole Imagery, as I have done in my 
two plates, Becaufe a few large candles afford but a very {mall degree of 
light, in fo large a place. Whilf J nicely view’d the figure of S, Laurence, 
I difcern’d upon his garment, two letters thus, Vs which I had not feen 
before, They feem to be the latt letters of the name Laurentius, I ob- 
ferve the letters are exactly of the fame manner, as thofe in the tapiftry 
of Bayeux And there frequently, the letters are of different fizes, as 
here : which is a confirmation of my {cheme. 


to compare 


Thad not fo eafy a task to explain the hiftory of this cell, for want of 
the letters, as in the tapiftry ; but I attempted it, becaufe I thought it 
merited it. What I wrote upon it, was done in a month’s time, at. Lon- 
don, and fent to the prefs. but fince I have been { ill us’d fo 
deavours, to amufe the public, I have taken more time, careful 
quire into this affair, and every days confideration of 
my former fentiments. 


rt my-en- 
ly to in- 
It, confirms me in 


My intention therefore in this book 1s, 
nents, And when I refle@ upon the obvious and notorious intent I had, 
in what I firft publith’d about it, I, and all the world, as far as 1 fe, 
wonder, what - {pirit could poflefs the man, that wrote againft it; efpeci- 
ally in his manner, It mutt needs be acknowledg’d, that I wrote with 
an intent to amufe and entertain, and perhaps fomewhat Improve, thofe 
that pleafed to read it. It was profeffedly a matter of conjecture, and all 
fludys of this kind, for the moft Part, muft needs be fo. Suppofe I were 


miftaken, 


to examine that of my oppo- 
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miftaken, fuppofe he could have conjectur’d better than I, he might have 
publifh’d it independently of my work: but I aver, he had no right to 
do it, 1n the manner he has done, 


When he had furreptitionfly obtain’d my prints: his next bufinefs was 
to find fault, with them, and every thing I had wrote, to explain ’em. His 
firft and determin’d refolution was to deny and decry every thing I had 
wrote; to contradict every afiertion, what I apprehended to be antient, 
he would have modern. What I thought of a later date, he will exalt it, 
to a high degree of antiquity : in a word, to affirm what I deny, and to 


deny what I affirm. 


All this while he pretends not to go upon ordinary grounds of proba- 
bilitys, which are proper to thefe ftudys ; a laying of evidences together, 
in fuch a manner as they will bear, or require: but he proclaims ’em all 
proofs and demonftrations, He could not be content to take my prints 
for his own, but he has likewife tran{crib’d nearly my whole book, and fold 
it. for his own. He has copy’d both- prints: and book, merely for the 
fake of finding fault with them, and to fwell his own, And if any 
thing can ftill poffibly be worfe, he has hit upon it, which is, treating 
me throughout his whole book with indecency. 


We have no perfonal accqnaintance together, aud therefore fome 
people would wonder at it. How without any provocation, one man 
fhould thus treat another. ’Tis not uncommon, for people of dif- 
ferent ftudys, to defpife thofe they are not addicted to. How comes it 
about, that one who feems to have a love for ftudys in antiquity, can’c 
be civil to one of like turn? It was not long, before I found out the fourfe 
of all this malice, which I fhall give from my learned friend bifhop Nico/- 
fons Englifo hiflorical library, p. 77. 


« Henry Uds, long contefts (fays he) with the haughty archbifhop 
“ Becket, gave occafion to vaft numbers of writers to engage on both 
“‘ fides ; fo that we have feveral pictures drawn of this king ; who is re- 
“ prefented fometime as a god, and elfewhere as a devil ; according a 
“the author favour’d the court of Exgland, or of Rome, 


Now 


Now Henry IL. and his mother the empre/s were the great patrons of 
Lady ROISIA’s family ; and her family were firm adherents to the 
royal interefts. I have interpreted the imagery of the Roi/fow Ofatory, to 
relate thereto. I have fhewn Henry Ils, pi&ure therein twice, and his 
wives, queen Elenor ; 1 have fpoke with refpect of him. This has rais?d 
my adverfarys choler : he will have it to be any body rather then Feary 
I]. Moreover there is another figure in this oratory, which ‘he fays, is 
Thomas a Becket: but I have not acknowledg’d it, in that quality, All 
thefe are fundamental crimes, not to be forgiven. Therefore my book 


muft be condemn’d by him, and his inquifitorial councel 3 as heterodox, 
and heretical. 


Neverthelefs I fhall affume the liberty of an{wering for myfelf. But as 
I always weote for the entertainment of the public ; I would endeavour 
to do it, in as agreeable a manner as I can: I would not be Prolix, in 
that which is of no great importance ; nor even in that which is amnfing, 


Perufing my antagonift’s book, I find *tis of fo inconfiftent and contra= 
dictory a texture, that there appears no fyftem in it. He endeavours to 
deftroy mine, without fubfliruting any thing regular in its ftead. He leads 
the reader, thro” a tedious detail of fable and romance, without informing 
him of any thing worth notice, His ideas are fo confus’d, that tho’ no~ 
thing is more eafy than to anfwer it, yet ’tis perplexing to do it in a me- 
thod, fit for the readers perufal ; therefore to make amends for fo much 
tedious difputation, I fhall take opportunitys to add fome matters perti- 
nent, and ot importance enough feafonably to releive him. 
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Parcius ; ifta viris tamen olyictenda memento. Virg. 


The history of Roifton, the crofs, and fubterrancous crypt, agreeable to what 
all authors have hitherto wrote on the place. All vejetied by Mr. P—— 
get be offers no regular hypothefis. Our author anfwers bim page by page. 
Demonftrations not eafily found im antiquity matters. His proofs confuied. 
I. hat the crofs at Roifton is older toan lady R OISIA. IU. From 
the bundred court. Ul. His fundamental reafon overthrown. A inake~ 
weight reafon overballanced. Mr. P— recommended to a Poft, 


I Have faid fomewhat of the occafion of this book ; I fhall now open the 
caufe, that isto be agitated between use In the year 1742, they 
accidentally difcover’d a fubterraneous crypt, in the very center of the 
town of Roi/ton in Hertford/bire : under the very market-crofs, clofe by 
the ftump of an antient crofs, which originally gave name to the town. 
At firft, this town was called Roifes crofs, being built fince the Norman 
times, as all authors agree, that ever wrote about it. Before then, this 
lace waS an open, uninhabited champaign, or chalk down, for grazing 
of fheep, like the Wilt/bire and Dorfet/bire plains; cover’d with a moft 
beautiful turf: the whole country being an intire body of chalk. 


The crofs was a large and tall obelifcal free ftone, let into the foot- 
{tool, a great rough ftone remaining : the flones being fitted into one a- 
nother, with mortaife and tenon, as the workmen fpeak. On the head 
of the obelifcal ftone was a cap or capital, fitted on with like mortaife and 

fayry 


tenon, on which was a crucifix carv’d, or the image of the virgin Adary 
and fome other faints. 


There 
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There were very many of thefe croffes formerly, fet up; where feveral 
roads meet, and were defign’d for direStions to ravellers, and to put 
"them in mind of addreffing themfelves to God alm ighty, their moft impor- 
tant bufinefs, in the journey of life. In this northern road, there is a 
very fine crofs of this fort, remaining at Newark upon Trent, call’d Beau- 
moat's crofs. And there was a much finer one, in the middle of the 
market place, which they had indifcreetly incompafs’d with a market 
houfe of timber. The mob at a late eleStion for members of parliament, 
tiotoufly burnt it down, and deftroy’d the noble monument in the center, 
the crofs of ftone. 


The Roifton crofs I fuppofe, was deftroy’d in fome like foolifh rlot, or 


when over zealous people at the Reformation, or in the civil wars, pull’d 


down thefe monuments, thinking they were fuperftitious. It ftood 
where the two famous old Roman roads crofs each other, the hermen- 
{treet running north and fouth, the ikenil-ftreet, Paffing it at almoft right 
angles, This crofs, by the concurrent relation of all authors, that ever 
examin’d this fubje&, was ereSted by a Lady of great eminence, whofe 
name was ROISIA or Rohefia, which is no other than our modern 
name of Rofe; but it was a common name among our Norman anceftors. 


‘They all agree this was a lady of quality, tho’ all, for want of fufficient 
inguiry, do not precifely tell us the perfon. 


After fufficient care, I inform’d the reader in the firft part of this work, 
who this Lady was, of her defcent, fortune and family, 


of her husband’s, 
children, her and their ations, as fully as was neceflary to the purpofe 
propos’d, 


* The fubterraneous crypt, which we are to difpute abeut 


ground belonging to this lady, being parcel of the mannor of Nufels, hard 
by. "Tis a round, bell-like concavity, dug under gtound, in the folid 
chalk-chiff, about 20 foot diameter, 30 OF 40 In height, The paflage into 
it, 1s by a narrow perpendicular well, reaching about half way down ; 


with holes cut in the fides oppofitely, for the feet, like a ladder. For the 
it, to defcend by. Round the bot- 


reit, there was a ladder, as at prefen 

tom, is a broad circular podium or bench, going quite round, too broad 

and not high enough for a bench to fiton ; therefore manifeftly made for 
© purpofe of proftration, in a&s of devotion. This bench is cut off on 


» Is in the 
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the eaft fide for about the {pace of fix foot, with a cavity, dug lower than 
the floor of the crypt; manifeftly defign’d for, and therefore, in my 
plate call’d, the grave. 


All round the wall of this. place, are cut in baffo relievo, in the chalk, 
many figures of men, women, faints, crucifixes, &c. in the ftile and ha- 
bits of the time of the firft Plantagenets, when our Lady ROISIA 
liv'd. Thefe figures extend as high as a perfon that cut them, can rea- 
fonably reach. 


Digging a hole in the ground, avo 1742. to fet a poft down, in the 
market crofs, they came to a large milftone, which was laid over the per- 
pendicular defcent. They went down and difcover’d the upper part of 
the bell-like form, but almoft fill’d up with rubbifh, they emptyed the 
place of the rubbifh, in hopes of finding treafure. when they came to 
about the height of the carved figures, they found the remaining fpace 
to the very bottom, fill’d up with the pureft garden mold ; and in that, 
the corpfe or fceleton of a woman; the fcull of which I had in my. hand, 
and well knew to be female. : 

When I had maturely examin’d and confider’d all the circumftances, 
and all the appearances of this affair, I thought 1 had good reafon to 
pronounce this place an antient fepulchral chapel, made here before 
the town of Roi/fon, by lady ROIS IA, who had fet up the crofs: 
intended for the place of her burial, and was fo in fact ; that it was her 
body found thereir. ‘The rottennefs of the bones fhew’d it had been in- 
terr’d there five or 600 Years. When I had drawn out the Imagery and 
examin’d it, by the hiftorians of the time, I found out the full purport 
of it, as in my former book, which I printed at the requeft of my friends, 
both in town and country, who expreft an intire fatisfaction and approba- 
tion of it. 


When I wrote it, I had not confulted the laborious and learned Wea- 
vers funeral monuments, from whence I fhall tranfcribe what relates to 
our affair; both as ’tis a {trong confirmation of my fentiments, and may 
be propofed as the text or thes for us to inlarge upon, in this «ifpute, 
p. 547. Weaver. 
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“ Robefia the daughter of Aubrey de Vere, chief juftice of Fagland, wiz 
“der Feary 1. (fitter to Aubrey de Vere, the firft earl of Oxford, and 
“* wite to Geffery Magnavilla, or Mandevil the firft earl of Effex) ereSted, 
“where now this town of Roi/ton ftandeth, a crofs in the highway, which 
“ was thought in that age, a pious work to put paffengers in mind of 
“ Chriit’s paffion. Whereupon it was called Crux Rohefie, before there 
“was either church, ortown. But afterwards, faich Vincent, out of the 
“ records in the tower, Euftach de Merch, knight, lord of Nu/éls in this 
“* tract, had adjoyned thereto, a little monaftery of cannons regular, in ho- 
* nour of St. Zhomas archbifhop of Canterbury. then were innes built here. 
“fo that in procefs of time, by little and little, it grew to be a town, 


** which inftead of Robefia’s crofs, was called Robefa’s town, and now 
contracted into Roiffon. 


** This priory was augmented in her revenues, and renewed by Re- 
“ dulphus de Roucefter and others. Richard I. gives aud confirms, smona- 
" frerio fan&i Thome martyris, apud crucem Rohefie, €? canonicis ibidem, 
locum ipfum in quo idem monafterium fundatum eft, cum pertinentijs [uis, 
“* que Euftachius de Merc fundator ipfius monafterij, &? Radulfus de Rou- 
““cefter, €9 ali fideles, vationabiliter dedere eis. Anno regni I, in arch, 

urvis London, cart. antig. R. 
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Mr. Weaver who writes this, was a great mafter in our Englifh anti- 
quitys, of infinite diligence in fearching records, and ‘of good judgement. 
He had the moft extenfive acquaintance, with all the antiquarys of his 
time, who were very free in communications to him. He had full liberty 
of infpefting all the records, in the tower, in the augmentation office, the 
rolls, the heralds office, Sir Robert Cotton’s immenfe library ; he had the 
collections of Augu/tin Vincent, Windsor herald, and keeper of the tower 
records ; of Sir Henry Spelman and Mr. Selden ; Sir Simon Dews ; Sir 
Richard, and Sir Henry St. George; Fohn Philpot, and William la Neve, 
York herald, and to fay all Mr. Camden. Theretore what he writes, muft 


be of authority, and with his fentiments about the matter in hand, mine 
coincide. 


T thall make fome fhort remarks upon what I quoted from him, He 


fays 


Crh’) 


fays our Lady ROISIA erected her crofs here ; before there was 
either church or town. Then he fhews, from the records in the tower, 
that Euftace de Merc, lord of iVufels, built his monaftery here, before 
there was any town, and apparently, on acconnt of Lady ROISI A’s 
crofs. he built the monaftery on this {pot of ground, for the fake of the 
crofs, All this is agreably to my notions, Both that and the hofpital 
were the confequents of the fpirit of religion which ROIS I 4 excited 
in the place, asl faid. in the conclufion of my book; But it was not the 
crofs only, the work of this pious lady, but her fepulchral chapel alfo, 
which fhe had for atra&t of years made her occafional oratory, that excit- 
ed Sir Euftace de Merc her facceflor in Nufels, no doubt an accqaintance 
and admirer of her virtues, to found his monaftery here, at her crofs ; 
and on account of her being buryed here. at which folemnity, we may 
reafonably fuppofe, he was an affiftant, and probably chief agent. A 
crofs was look’d upon.as holy ground ; and frequently in old times, fet 
up on purpofe for religions people, to commemorate in their prayers, 
people there inter’d; whether in a civil or a military way. Sometime, 
it was fet up before interment, fometime after. 

Again I remark, from the words of the charter, of the foundation of 
the monaftery, which he quotes, locum ipfum in quo idem monafterians 
fundatum eft, the {cite of the monaftery ; that the monaftery was then in 
building, This was in the year 1189, the firft of Richard 1. Lady 
ROIS 1A being then newly dead, and interred here. 


All that I wrote concerning this affair 1s exatly agreeable to what ap- 
pears on records, and to what all authors have faid about Roz/fon, Ie 
was profefledly matter of conjeCture, we cannot otherwife write on fuch 
things. "Tis a regular and confiftent account, in a plain manner decypher- 
ing the intire imagery of her fepulchral chapel, in matters ot hiitory, re- 
lating to her family and the times, and circumftances of things, fhe liv’d 
in. ’Tis every whit as pertinently done, as queen Muuad’s tapittry above- 
mention’d, is explain’d by the running title, along the upper-part of the 
tapiftry. Lady ROISIA did not think fit to write the names of per- 
fons of the figures ; fhe had no need to do it, being for her own ufe, who 
knew well what fhe meant by them. Therefore beyond all reafonable 
difpute, there is the higheft degree of probability that is poffible, that 
my bypothefs is juft, and well founded. If Mr. P—— had a mind to 
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offer other conjeftures to the publick, he might have done it without 
resarding me, at leaft without abufing me: without an anfwer to me, 
as he calls it, who never wro 


te of him, or to him ; as being a ftranger to 
him, 


Then might the world have judg’d of the two conjectures, and chofe 
which they lik’d; if they had thought fit to have read ’em both. or if 
he was refolv’d to draw my name in ; yet he might have done it in a 
manner that would have becomea gentleman. when he look’d over Horace 
for his unmeaning motto, he overlook’d this, 

—— fi quid novifti reltins iftis, 
candidus imperti ——- a man may Impart his own opinion, with can- 
dour and civility to all others, alluredly ill manners will {uit no caufe : 
but ’tis unpardonable, in a brother con jecturer. 

Now in anfwer to my book, Mr, P= denys all that I or any body 
elfe have wrote, conccraing Roi/ton in general, or this fubterranenous 
crypt in particular. He fays, Roi/fon is an old town; a faxon town; he 
fays, the crofs is of {axon antiquity. He banithes lady ROWS 1A out of 
being. He allows this to have been a chapel, but that it was a hermitage 
chapel; and ftill that it was a public chapel, much frequented by tra- 
veliers ; that there were no lefS than five altars at the place, that there 
were one ormore religious gilds or fraternitys held here: that many great 
and noble perfonages were benefaétors to it, and were buryed there: and 
that thefe pi€tures generally reprefent the benefactors. 


This is the beft general account I could draw up, of his bypothefs, 
from his book, which from the confufion of his ideas, is as contradictory 
to itsfelf, as to me; to the plain reafon of things: to all writers and 
authority whether antient ormodetn. ‘The fable of A/op may fitly be ap~ 
ply’d here, of the man who had two wives, plucking off his hairs alter- 
nately, till he was quite bald. 


What I and other writers make antient, 
tva; nay he make the fam 
think no body that has ever 
it, but muft immediately 


he declares modern, and ¢ con. 
e things both antient and modern. and I 


feen the place, and looks over his account of 
fee the abfurdiry and impoffibility of his ac- 
aC 


Gua) 


count. therefore I judge, the beft way I can take to an{wer him, is to fol- 
low him page by page, as he has form’d his book into no fyftem. Whea 
I have refuted him, Iwill make a recapitulation of my own account, with 
{ome additional evidences, tending to confirm it. 


«P 4, Mr. P—— gives reafons by way of proof, to fhew, that there was 
«a crofs, with an hermit’s cell and oratory annexed, in the town of Roé- 
« fon, long before the time of the lady Roifia. And here he fhall occa- 
“ fionally and by the way demonffrate, that part of the figures in the fatd 
«© oratory, afcribed by Dr. Stwkely, to be the work of that lady, 1s with- 

‘ IE 
ont /bew of truth or foundation. 


This is, what we may call his text, or general challenge. I fhall firft 


diffe& and divide it, by way of comment, to fhew what reajons by way of 
proof and demonffrations, we are to expect in the progrefs of this work, A 
great antiquary this, that deals fo confidently, with reafons by way of 
proof, in thefe matters, which confeffedly, in the main, amount only to 
conjectures, well laid together : the nature of thefe ftudys requiring and 
admitting no more. Not only fo, ** but he will by the way demonftrate 
‘ that part of the figures in the faid oratory afcribed by Dr. to be 
«“ the work of that lady, is without any /bew of truth or foundation, 


By part of the figures, we ought to infer, that he grants, lady Roifa 
had made fome of the work. Whether he grants it or no, we muft grant, 
that he has undertaken an arduous piece of work, to demonttrate a. ne- 
gative. He firft began, O courteous reader! to introduce mathemati- 
cal certainty into the {cience of antiquitys ! and further, will demon/ffrate, 
that which is much more difficult than even fquaring the circle, Now in 
order to accomplith his promife, ’tis incumbent on him, to produce plain 
and indifputable proof and record, of the very perfon, who did cut thofe 
figures, which lady Roifia did not: this I leave him to do againit a new 


edition of his book. 


more antique, than the time of lady Roifa, with an hermites cell and 


ube oF a, et Ls La! E(x 72) FG 1 
oratory annex’d, in the town of Roz/rom. 


B 3 *Tis 


( 14) 

*Tis confefs’d on all hands, that this town was firft call’d Roi/és crofs. 
Our author owns it, pa. 3§. and 36. where he quotes the name of the 
convent de cruce Robeys, from old deeds. And we ought to confefs, that 
he is a bold man indeed, that will dare to prove, Roses crofs antienter 
than Roifa who ere&ted it, Nor does he point ont any other Ros/a that 
did it. But to fhew how fearlefs our champion is againft lady Roifia, he 
will fhew likewife, that there was an hermites cell in the very town of 
Roifton : he aflerts, at the fame time, that Roi/fon was a town all this 
while, and much antienter, than Camden, Weaver, Chauncy, Salmon, and 
twenty other authors nnanimoufly agree, 


The hermites of all antiquity till now, fought ont folitary, barren, 
heathy, rocky deferts, impaflable fens, crags and mountains, horrid and 
uncultivated, Does not the very name import a wildernefs ? but our au- 
thor’s hermites very politely chofe a pouleus town, and the very center, 
the market place of that town,’ iPaliss uloteg 


With folitude what forts, that here’s not wondrous rife ? 
Wherein the hermit leads a fweet, retired life 
From villages replete with ragg’d and {weating clowns 
And from the lothfom air of {moky, cityed towns. 
Drayton's polyolb. ps 217. 


Again, Mr. P fo well vers’d in nature, and in the art of reafoning 
and demonftration will not allow, that part of the figures cut in our ora- 
tory, afcribed by Dr. § to lady Roifia, has any /pew of truth or 


foundation. 


I appeal to all the world, when I have given a regular, uniform, con- 
fiftent and hiftorical account of the antiquity we write abont, of every 
part and figure in it, with the names of all the perfons, and the dates 
when, the purpofes why they were cut, by our lady ROI SIA- the 
whole in a way very eafy and natural, I appeal, I fay, to the world, to 
judge, whether there is not a /bew at leaft, of truth and foundation for my 
account ? 


No perfon ferious, would eafily deny this, unlefs he could produce au- 
thentic evidence and record of thofe that did it, by name, and when. A 
man that wrote modeftly, might pretend to give better reafons, than I 
have done, a more tegular, uniform, confiftent and hiftorical account, 
and 


(15) 


and we fhould hear him? ifit wag matter of importance fufficient: So 
far by way of prelude, a 


But let us proceed to the work, and examine ithefe weighty rea/oms, 
proofs, and domonftrations, which he has inlifted againft us. 


Mr. P-——’s 1. reafon, proof and demonftration, that the crofs here is 
much more antique, than the time of lady Rojfa- pa. 4. 


« Firft, it was a practife in the Saxon times (and good authority main-= 
‘ tains, even in the Britif times) to ere& crofles, on great public roads, 
 efpecially on that {pot and angle where’ {uch great roads met, and crofs- 
© ed each other, as in the cafe before us, This he fays, is granted by 
“me: quoting my words, “ it was in the Saxon times, a very ufual 
“thing, for religious people, to fet up thefe monuments, called crofles, 
‘¢ by highway fides, and efpecially where feveral roads met, and he in- 
ftances, fays Mr. P in one called high crofs in Northamptonfhire, 
« where two roads crofs each other, the Fofs and the Watlhng fireet. 
Many like inftances might be produe’d, but as this is sranted by the 
“Dr, I proceed to another reafon, which teftifys the antiquity of this 
“ crofs. 


Thus I have tranfcrib’d his I reafon, proof and demonftration > to give 
the reader a fpecimen of our antiquarian Euclids demonftrations. The 
reader, no doubt, with me, will be furpriz’d, when he inquires, where 
abouts lyes the formidable proof? all that he has faid about this proof, 
is taken from my book. If then it had any proof in it, we ought to 
conclude, he has made me eat my own words, if not, my own book : for 
that I mutt have egregionfly contradi€ted my felf. But I deny, either 
chat I have contradi&ted my felf ; or that here is any thing, which in any 
wife proves the point in debate. 


Tis true indeed, that I had faid, in Saxos times, the chriftians fet up 
frequently crofles, where great roads met. But did I infer from thence, 
that there was a crofs at Roi/foz, in Saxon times : or that it was abfolute- 
ly neceflary, there fhould be one wherever great roads met ?: for want of 
being able to prove this himfelf, he would fain deceive the reader, by a 


{uggeftion, that 1 had proy’d it for him. 
Then 
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| [hen he gravely tells us, good authority maintains, even in the Britifb 
Hi) times, they fet up the like crates This too, he borrows from me, tho’ 
| he difguifes ir. For afluredly, he would never allow any thing of mine, 
to be good authority. I had faid in my book, p. 4. that the cuftom of 
fetting up thefe kind of monuments, called crofles (as it feems to me) 
might have been deduced from Druid times. for they fet up an obelifcal 
ftone, asa kebla, whereto to turn their faces, in their devotions : which 

y was intirely of the fame nature as thefe croffes. 


ly otis A ind tet miner ets Meas ve 
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All this may be very true, but I ask Mr. P how this proves, 
here was a crofs at Roi/fon before lady Rota? I recited itasa general 
pofition, introduétory to what I was to write upon the fubject, and he 
| nails it down to a particular. Becaufe the Saxons fet up crofles, and the 
| Druids keblas ; therefore Roi/fon crofs was fet up, much earlier than lady 

Roifia. a very pretty conclufion this! 


Further I argue. if by Britifo times, he means, the heathen britons, 
‘tis abfurd and ridiculous ; if he means, that the chriftians, ufed to fet 
PB thefe croffes ; 1 defire he would prove it, fhew what authors tell us fo, 
where fuch crofles are to be found? and if he does this, what relates it to 
le crofs at Roiffon? it by no means proves, whathe undertook, that 
ere was acrofs at Roi/fon, before lady ROISIA. So that in his 

I, weighty reafon, proof and demonftration, there does not appear to be 
ne grain of proof at all. I have ina whole book declared who built this 
crok and when, what was the perfon’s name and family, her father, mo- 
ther, brothers, fifters, husbands, children; her acts, life and death ; hi- 
ftory, agreeable to all antient records and authors; her name remaining 
| at the place from the beginning, to this day. An author arifes to blow 
it all away, in half a dozen meager lines ; that are nothing at all to the 
purpofe : not fo much as the evanefcent {peter of an argument. 


Oar author gives three of thefe fort of reafons ; we have feen one, as 
a {fpecimen of his logic. The next isthus. p. 5. 


H]. His fecond argument is taken from the hundred court being kept 
here. “ The origin of hundreds was from Alfred, the Saxon king, who 
“reigned from 872 to 901. They often took their names from fome re- 
** markable crofs within the fame; and the hundred court was held at the 


{aid 


enrer ore er a Sen” a 
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{aid crofs. He gives inftances of thefe matters, which I need not repeat ; 
and concludes, ** that the jury in the 4th of Edward I. found, that Gil- 
< bert de Clare, eatlof Gloucefter and Hertford, with Fobanaa his wife, 
© held a three weeks court at Roy/es crofs: which proves the antiquity 
of this crofs, and that the hundred court had been held here, from 
“ its firft eftablifhment, in the time of A/fred, when there was, no doubt 
“* 4 crofs here. 


This is the entire fubftance and full force of his II. proof or demonft 
tion, which is exactly of a piece with his firft. I told ine in my bo sm 
of that paflage of Gilbert de Clare keeping a three weeks court here, in my 
lafl page. mcd this according to his cuftom, he turns againft me, think- 
ing to overthrow me, with my own batceent I only naaeG it, to fhew 
the early name ot Roifes crofs, viz. in Edward, Il. time. But it feems 
this is not early enough for him: he brings s it to prove the hundred court 
was kept here in king “Aifred? s time, when he fays, wo Pas there was 


a crofs here. 


aoe L [en xian ek Aer sfis 
This is agreeable to his method of proving things. Becaufe a t 
week’s court was held here in amo 1311. therefore a county court was 
kept here in Alfred’s time, 400 years be then wo doutt, pee 
: «i k 
cn 


was a crofs here. Never was tu oduc’d before the pub- 


.s 


lick | from whence no conclufion can be drawn ; afi uredly not what he 


wants 
ee ee iy Gs) 1 1 f 
tn the firft pla ne ihou that ieoL/tol was the head of 
, aah re the hi alwavs act 2 { 
tne hundred, te ere tne alte were kep 3 that there 
eer taraiin kine Alene s tit atled mate over} 
was a crols here in 4ing Afr ec ne, called Roifes crofs ; that the hun- 


undred court and a court-! eet 
uly are not facts. There is no 


dred was fo nominated fron 
were the fame thing: 
{uch thing as Roéfes crofs hut place of meeting for hundre« 
courts, was about the r 
tween two or three diferent h 
four or five parifhes, the moft improper fpot, 


have e pitcl 1t ee for this eg Ay, Th a, WL ‘igh IY Caee/t Le OFT ‘1, 
A 

finbourn, and Melburn ps aril And were a hundred cou 
re 19 aa Va H A 
and a three weeks court ho? they are far different) yet 
a record o of Ed. I. tus imeé, Wl] ‘ll not prove a thing in King Areas time. 
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this is the very limit, be- 
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three weeks court is a matter of private propert ty of a lord of the fee: a 


& 


j 
county court or hundred court relates to the public bufinefs of that great 
divifion, the one is held by the pofleffor of the eftate, the other was held 
by the bithop, the earl or alderman; the one to rec: ognize fuch as owe 
It toa of con= 
etween party and party. But fuppofing thefe thine °$ were not 


{ } 
atin would 1 hot prove, what he has undertaken ¢ CO prov e, that there 


was acrofs her ‘e in Alfred's time. nor Was 1 neceflary, a crofs fhould be 


aiw 


cts the other tohear and determine judi clally, matters 


ie { 1 1 f ae { 1 
ere a nundred court was kept, much lefs where a three week's court 
i } Se Be 3 “c\87 Late rem fie Ce ahs eda sees a “1 J 
was Kept. and were he even able to prove tha -» COULd We thence co} clude, 
I ; 
+} ' ee foes >. = ays g 1 notes 1) 2.3. 41. 7 24 
that this was the are OF f.0z7/eSs CADIS vo that alter all this lourith Or H1s 
Pi 


: 1 t See a ae 
he drops his point with thefe words, The hundred con; ‘t had been 


Mi here from its firft eftablifoment in 1 the time of Alfred, when there was 
ho doubt, a crofs oes 


re 
ihis is his guod erat de monfirandum s no gia here was acrofs here; 


we have no doubt to fay y, that he has 1 not poe d one tittle of what he un 


at ie une 
certook : and the whcle he me given us, like his foregoing reafon, is no 


more to the purpofe, than if he had read usa page out of the golden le- 
nd, but I have reafon to wontons that it does not, in the leaft, 


ap- 
pear, elther that there was any hundred court kept here, or that there 


wI90 nw Toner 1 y 7 “nfo 4 77 ~] lafe nile 1* ¢ 
Was any town here, or any crofs at all, much lefs OLS crofs, OAXOR 


Our cl hampi on produces a IIL. reafon, as he calls it, to prove the hich 
re 1 c > a 
S 


lu 1cé 
antiquity of the crofs: of lad dy Roifia’s mtb before lady Roi, 


‘This he deduces from the foundation o f the priory of Roifton. This mutt 
be own’d to be a deep tHe In order to found it, he afferts a falfity, viz, 
that I iain that lady Roifia fet up the crofs here, about the end of 
the reign of king Henry II. “ Now, fays he, the priory of Roi/ton being 
cc 


c- j ‘he i 7 ~ 1f willie talra : a1 1 ese 
rounded between 1170 'and 1180, it could not take the ftile and title 
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There could not ae be any length of time, to 
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crofs of fuch kn ow nev and repute. ec thar rh 
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ES e its fule and title from it. this would be to fet forth 
72) Sta oridirmotins: WSo chat es boch Galhid teehee 
ali (PHO per igHotitis. Oo that “tis both jyuit aud reaionable to con-= 
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ec, that the crofs was of remarkable antiquity. and that 


Nate inate LA fim Cua es whore. lank, Dai > + 
10S berore, the time of our authors lady Roifia * €VEen In the 
/ ~ é 


e 1g) 


Mr, P——— can’t be content to take a {core or two of years, to make 
eur crofs eminent enough, to denominate the priory : but he requires 
fome hundreds, A priory built at the end of Hezry II. time could not 
be nam’d from the crofs, unlefs that crofs was made in king A//red’s time, 
Where is the reafon and confequence of all this ? a familiar “inka ance with- 
ont any more words will fhow the abfurdity of this rea foning. the new 


1 


church in the Strand, was built about 20 years ago. Suppofe a friend of 
mine lodges over egainft the new church in the Strand : w iain it be ridi- 
culious, fhould I direét to him there, becaufe this church has not been 
built cwo or three hundred years, whereby it ee acquire celebrity 
nough and antiquity enough ,for fuch a dire€tion ? fo far is the contrary, 
that it has been call’d the new church in the Strazd, for ae 20 years. 
Nor would his argument be of any force, was he right in his affertion, but 
it is built on a falfe eee tation. I tage no where fai, that lady Ro- 
ifia built her crofs, at the latter end of Henry I. reign ; 


male verti examinat omnis corruptus judex Hor. 


So far from cats that p. 45. I exprefly fay, fhe enter’d on her retire 
ment occafionally, at this her fepulchral chapel, about 1170 which is a 
{core of years eas Henry Wl. death. p. 47 of my book, I fugeeft, that 
by degrees and in after times, from the founding of the crofs, fhe caufed 
a cell, or little houfe to be built at the place, where the crofs was : and 


the catacomb to be dugin the pure chalk. So that its evident, 


then, 
my meaning was, that fhe ereCted the crofs, years before her retirement 


at Nujfélls, after the death of her fecond Halen the eftate of Nufells 
was her firft husband’s, fo that fhe had been in poffeffion of it, from. about 
the year 1130. at which time I conjecture was her fi tt marr lage. Shi 
aa the crofs 50 Se before the pis of Mae iy reign, 
ion of Mr. P—— and fifty years is ab ndantly fufficient, 
or even half Nae time, to give an Penang to a aay built by a great 
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well give it any other pang there being nothing remarkable befides, 
; : wit = tte rt , 
upon that fpot, to name itfrom, All this would be ftill much ftronger 
from my fuppofition, of her frequenting this place for her devotions ; of 


a making the fepulchral chape 1 in the chalk under ground ; of her be- 

ng bury ed there. This t Jeing where two very grea it roads met, could not 
fs ail of acquiring a celebrity fufficient to denominate the place ; and the 
peated? built at the end of Henry il. time: without having  recourfe 
to king Alfred’s ‘ime. but our author’s fpeétacles admit of no medium, 
they muit need ke ol 


reeds make objeéts to him appear, as either too near at hand, 
| 


2 
be 13/4. A Aa Wt = ea i ge , 
or at too great a diftance, to write intelligibly about them. 


th thus have v we gone through his three herculean reafons. Let us 
reft then, notwichftanding what he has faid to the contrary, in the old no- 
tions concerning this place ; that there was no crofs tilllady ROISIA 
erected one, and then there was no town, not a honfe on the fpot. After 
her death, when the priory was founde dual nns began to be built; This 
5 } 


is what Gh mien, Wea ie Chauncy, Salmon and all other authors affirm, 
that ever wrote upon the place. 


From ope nded reafons and demonftrations, Mr, P—— plays a fmall 
game, Dp. 9. by way of overp! us, he adds, our antiquary here, “ fays he, 
- has rin himfelf into difficulties, out of which it will not be eafy to exe 
“* tricate himfelf. He fixes the death of ady Roifa and that of king 
ary 11. tothe year 1189, and fays, the priory was built ‘ieisetie eet 
after her death, and on account of her living here; and adds, it was a 
“ compliment to king Heavy Il. to dedi 
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cate the monaftery to Thomas a 
*- Becket : as the king himfelf had done by Waltham abby. 


His lean argument is this, the priory could not be dedicated to Becket, 
as a complim ent to the See) becat ufe, probably, the king was dead a 
fore the pn lory was founded. and then with intolerable difingenuity, h 
affirms, that I fay, king Henry IL. per ours this ee ory at Roifton. or 
whole is difingenuity, he makes me > fay what as leafes, by wrefting my 


o i a - } 
words and mifinterpreting my meaning, and the cel ne from them. 


Firft he affirms a falfity, that I fix’d the death of lady Roifa and the 
death of king Henry Il. to the year 1189. on the contrary, p. 48. I fay 
exprefly, I can’t fix the year fhe dyed in; but apprehend, her death 


and the building of the priory, muft fall about the end of f king Flenty’s 
reign ; 


(21) 


reign ; that the priory was s begun, either in Lady Roi/ia's life time, or 


exceeding near it, and this is all that any body can fay about it, and un- 


ueftionably is near the truth. he ought to be laught at for his unaccurat 
3 


way of writing, that I fx’d the death of king Hen ry Il. tothe year Lie 


as if it were a problem: when fo great a aking dy’d ? 


Again he affirms another falfity, that 1 ae ike king Heavy Wi. an et 


{ SN os 
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rager of the building this priory at Roifton. th his he cathers (and 
could be difingenuous enough to gather it, and impofe upon the reader) 
from my words, p. 51. 
“ Lady ROIS I A’s piety at this place, did not end with her life, 
rounded the 


< but immediately after, her {ucceffors in Newfel’s mannor, tou 
“ priory, clofe to her cell and cro. It had canons regular, 


¢ L heen reenie (a Roses avi ee 
< dicated to Thomas a Becket, as then was the fajpion . - for king ry 
: ; - nes 9 1 ] dq PRS A: 
* very mise b encourag d. it. e chane’d the aides oundation of Walthain 


<¢ abby, for canons regular, and rededicated it, to Zbomas a Becker. 


i. 


He notorioufly mifinterprets my v yords. my meaning manifeftly was, 
(certains ir) that king 
& 


(and the grammat ek cal conftru€tion of my words aice 


Hen ait encourag’d the fa/bion of dedicating churches and’religious honie 


to Zhomas a ac and he makes me to mean, that king Henry IL. en- 


courag’d the priory at Roz/on. I have fee of this whole affair, as it 
becomes an antiquary, with modefty, where we have no pofitive evidence 

or record ; 1 make fucha reafonable approach to times, as ¢ n be expected. 
He writes with chicanery. I ask, where is the ab heise of my faying, 


5 
it was acompliment to Henry \1.to dedicate a church to Thomas a Becket, 
at the very end ot his relgn? nay hh he were actually dead. There were 
monatterys and ch urches dedicated to Thomas a Becket in R ichard 1, time. 
and ftill it would not be improper, to fay, they were {> dedicated in com- 
pliment to Henry Il. King Richard renteeet a church 1 

to Becket. nay Favia tells you, he hae an order 

S. Thomas. at i their enfign was a wh ite atten lop upona red crofs, w ot 
this a aes ment to his father ? eH ey that know common manners or com- 


of fpeech, muit allow 
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or in the fpring of the year, 1189. the V. ides of july 118 1¢ king 


went over fea, to oppofe the perpetual difqaictudes which a fie 
king gave him, and he never return’d again. ‘Che continuation of the 
hiftory of BML 1189. informs us, a fale rumer was {pread, in Eng- 
land, that the king was dead, beyond fea _; which might hinder the peo- 


ple from believing the truth, when firtt reported. Tis not at all impro- 


bable, that the a€tual dedication might be, when the King was dead, and 
potts and conveyances of news was then 
not fo regular and expeditious, as now. But fuppofing even the utmoft 
that our antagonift can defire, that kin 
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throne, and in England, when the 


they not acquainted with it. for 
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10. Mr. P_—_ fays, © becanfe k ing g He ary Il. rededicated i the abby 
‘ot Waltham in 1177. there! ; l th 


t fonable to think, the priory of 
‘ Roifton was founded at that ti: Hele this a fays to contradi& me: for 
there cannot Per be ao ae confequence. He might as well fay, 

that becaufe Henry Il. four 


Thomas Court, in Pence 
then and there founded. 


% 
cordin g to the libertys of the 


Dunftable. “If then, fays bose 


ee fray a 


ct 


ce } 


6 o rs be allowed. to be, thus quali 


nded a magnificent abby in Dublin, called 
ry oO of Bec ket - there ore the pr lory of Roi/ 02 Was 


48d en he proceeds to arg 


? 


ue, from king Richard’s charter to the Priory 
Roifion, wherein the king 


g grants them a fair and weekly market, ac. 
markets and fairs granted to the canons of 


nhc priory of Roifton was founded in x 189. 


and that Immediately upon the ereSting of it, the town of Roifton arofe, 


give nie leave to congratulate him in the name of all that good town- 
fhip, in thus ereéting in the {pace of a few months, fo goodly a town, as 
ified for a weekly market, and an 
nnual fair, for a whole week, which fuppofes it to be a place of con- 


courte, and trade, capable of good rece i a aN this to have {prung 
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ih 


up, in the fpace of a few months, fro: 


“ the date of king Richara’s he rter, ove ian 9. in the a year. “Such 
“an architect as this, muft meric to be in commiffion for the Gec orgia Co- 
ce 


lony, or the bridge | of Weft ee afer, 


A. genuine 
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A genuine _ iece of fcartonade and buffoonry this, as void of reafon; as 
good manners ! as befere, fo now, he founds his argument on a falfity, and 
argues from it. He makes me to fay, that | fae the death of Roi/a in 
1189. which Ino where do, only fuggeft, that ic was about the end of 
Henry U1. reign; therefore ’tis as likely to be in 1188. But as to hisar- 
gument deduc’d from king Richard's charter of market and fair granted 
to the priory : if he had underftood old cuftoms, or the nature of things, 
he would have feen, that it proves directly againtt his pA eKetes for grant~ 
ing a market ene fair, does by no means prove it a place of concourfe 
and trade, capable of good reception; but rather quite the contrary. for 
had it been fo goodly a town, ir eae certainly ha ave had markets and 
fairs before, The truth is, thefe priveleges were obtain’d, in order to 
make places populous; and it was an ufual cuftom, for religious houfes 
to feek for them, to obtain this end. Do we not ee fuach grants for 
is not one fingle 


fairs are made to open, uninhabite =¢ elds, where there 
held for a fortnight aire 


houfe ? for inftance Sturbich fair near Cambriage, he 
an immenfe concourfe of people: and in Lincolafhire, Stowgreen fair, as 
much frequented for one day : Waybhill fair l fair, in Wilifbire, 
Boughton green, Northamptonfbire, and many more kept upon opet 


j \c 
downs, 
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Obferve further from king Richard’s charter to the priory of Roiftow, 
wherein the king srants them a fair and a we ekly ideo et, according to 
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live to the canons of Dunftable Ge 
fe May at rive 2 ae aats 
beft edit. 1695. we learn, our kings 
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Mr, P——s IV. reafow obliterated, Roifia a common name, now a trie 


tical one. His hermitage in the middle of a town, The Beauchamp 
arms illuminated. The origin of coat-armor. The beginning of the cros- 


fades. The figure of Hugh de Beauchamp see, by arms. 


AR. P—— gives usa LV. reafon, for the antiquity ot Roifies crofs, 
M pial. This 1 he does from the very fountain of criticifm ; in this 


manner. 


ame of it, Rohbeys or Robeyfia, Rota, (or as our antiquary 
plain Rofe in Kaglifo, cannot an{wer to Roheys or Rohbefia + there 
to be fomething of Briti/b or Saxon derivation in the name. At 
“ the bottom of the page, he adds this profound note. Probably fome old 
“ Britifh or Saxon faint, on this Erminftreet, near to a place call’d, Ro« 
“‘ heyney or Roheenia, founded by Conan, duke of Britany and Rich- 


yond. 


This is the whole of our author’s IV. reafon. but was ever any thing 
Ae ic offer’d ferioufly to the public, which amounts to nothing more, 
han his ipfe dixit, and there feems to be fomething, he knows not what. 


La this is {uficient ground for his writing az anfwer to, or remarks on, &c; 


“ Roheys crofs or Robey/ra, fays he, cannot anfwer to Roheys or Rohe/ia. 
ut there feems to be fomething of Briti/b or Saxo derivation in the 
name. What a knack has he for etymology! probably fome old Briti/p 
or Saxon faint, Robeeney or Robeenia. I anf{wer; all the world knows, 
that Roi/fa, was a very common feminine appellation, in thefe times we 

are 
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are writing of, that of the Plantagenets of Asjou: for inftance. Roifa 
daughter of Berengar, king of Lombardy, wife of Arnold II. earl 
of Flanders. From thefe our lady Roifa defcended. Roifia wife of 
Eudo Dapifer, from whom her husband Mandevile is defcended. Roa 
wife of Everard de Ros, daughter of William Trusbut, Roifia wife to 
Richard de Lucy, our lady’s relation, Roéfa his daughter married to 
Fulbert de Dover of Chilbam. Roifia daughter of Gilbert Bland wife of 
Robert de Valons. Camd. p. 369. Roifia wite of Richard Fitzgilbert de 
Clare, Roifia his daughter married to Gilbert de Grant, who founded 
Rufford abby 1148. Thefe are progenitors of lady ROISIA’s fon in 
law Fitzwooth. Innumerable more to be met with; but thus am I oblig’d 
to be tedious, to overthrow unreafonable aflertions! when I have fhewn 
(in conjunétion with all authors that have wrote upon the place) who 
this lady was, her father, moth er, brother s, fiifter’s, husband’s, children, €9c. 
and the hiftory of their a€tions, as far as was neceflary, and that fhe own- 
ed this very eftate, and that fhe made the crofs here: now comes Mr. 
P with his admirable acumen, and {mells out, with a there feems to 
be, that fhe was a Saxon or Briti/b faint. -1 wonder he did not find her 
in the golden legend, by fome fine ftroke of criticifm. But muft plain 
hiftorical evidence be blown away wich fuch whimfical furmifes, for which 
he has not the leaft fhew of foundation ? tits is our auchor’s method of 
writing. and that I may ¢ clear off the dirt he has thrown on me, I am o- 
blig’d to follow him in this dirty road : and if any fticks on him, he mutt 
thank himfelf for itr, He thinks there is fomewhat very myfterious in the 


word Robeys, and therefore he fixes a circumflex over it, as a moft remark-— 


able affair. He pes a vifion of faint Roheenia, made from the little village 
of Rowney, 15 miles off, and a mile out of this fame Hermen/treet way. 
This faint . Robeenia of Briti/b or Saxon, original of his own making, is fuf- 
fered to quit purgatory for a while, ard Become the foundrefs of Roiffon. 
whilft that real ae good lady J pei is quite difcarded from that honour, 
and from-her very being: this is the part of a critical diftinguifher, who 
can make any perfon for any ai es tis a fhame4o purfue this any 
farther. 


We have done with his 1V. doughty reafons, which are no better than 
his egri fennia, delirious dreams. Now p. 12, he. begins to talk of the cell 
and oratory ; and fills his book with 
follow his example, of tranfcribin: 


1 pages quoted out of mine, I cannot 
his: having an utter ‘averfion to fuch 
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mafevolence. Therefore I fhall put his obje€tions in a fair and fhort light, 
and anfwer ’em as concilely as poffible. ‘They are all of a piece with 
what is gone before : I need not be prolix. 


P, 13. from cells and their oratorys annexed, being in Saxon times (as 
his method is) he infers or proves, that our fepulchral chapel at Roi/fon, 
was in Saxon times, juft as before he had prov’d ; becaufe there were crofles 
and towns in Saxo times, therefore, here was a crofs and town at Roi/fon, 
in Saxon times. the logicians fay, a poffe ad effe non valet argumentum. He 
{ays too, this may reafonably be allowed, from the very name of that ca- 
pital mannor of Weucells: as he affe&ts to fpell it, the more to favour his 
notion, Can any thing more abfurd enter into our Imagination, than that 
the capital mannor and manfion of Neu/éls (as it ought to be wrote) which 
is two miles off, fhould take its name from our fubterraneous chapel here 
at Roifion? and yet he fays, p.14. This is a proof ot our fepulchral cha- 
pel beiug many ages, before our lady Roifa. by the fame far fetcht reafon 
he proves our chapel the heremitagium de Barkway three miles off. In- 
deed all his proofs are quidhibet ex quolibet, conclufions from diffonant pre- 
miffcs, that have no relation to the thing in debate. I look’d over the 
original liedger book, of the priory, avelum manufcript. here it is al- 
ways written Neufels: Newfelys, Neufeles, it means in old French, New- 


Pall, 


*¢ Then he fays, fome one or more hermit (as the road and thorough. 
“fare here was fo great) was here /fatien’d, to be always at hand, ready 
to attend on travellers, which muft undoubtedly be an office, more be- 
“longing to and more becoming, fome religious man and hermit, thar 
“* any religious woman, or lady Roi/a whatever. 


- 


Pi 


Here he runs into that miferable abfurdity, of making our chapel a com- 
mon hermit’s cell, not of a folitary and fingle, but of many jolly laughing 
hermits, then which nothing can be more abfurd. Abfurd in hypothef, to 
place a hermit’s cell or chapel in the midft of a great town ; hermits to 
wait in a great thoroughfare, to make this well frequented by travellers 
who went down here, with their boots and fpurs and great coats in num- 
bers, as he would have.it, to fay their prayers. He himfelf believes the 
prefent paflage to be an original one, and the way for common people 
going down to this chapel : a flender woman indeed may with dexterity 

and 
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and ufe, defceind into it: but with what fenfe can he think a concourfe of 
people went up and down it? and then he gravely tells the reader, a here 
sit or two officiated here, forthe ufe of the'travellers, with more decency, 
than our lady ROIS IA. As if Thad infinuated any fuch office. As if 
Thad not all along maintain’d, that our lady did it for her private ufe, 
and for the place of her interment. But to fum up all, our author among 
all his old reading, ought to know, that they would not fuffer publick 
fervice to be faid, in thefe oratorys, fo near a church. See Mr. Lewis's 


Thanet. p. 81. 


P. 15, After we have had a great deal of our authors proofs, he now re= 
fumes a demonftration, that lady Roifa had no part in carving one parti- 
cular piece of imagery therein, which is the figure I have mark’d n®. I. 
in my III. table, with the coat of arms ; which I fay, reprefents Hugh de 
Beauchamp, the father of our lady’s fecond husband, This he does, by an 
artifice he has made ufe of before now, running me into fancied abfurditys. 
but they are abfurditys only for want of his underftanding them, or for 
want of honeity to own it. I fhall clear up this matter, and fufficiently 
overthrow his demonftration in proper place, when I treat of this figure, 
in ix. cap. But we may remark his odd way of writing, faying, p. 16¢ 
that I fix the jerufalem peregrinations to the year 1177. and quotes 33d. 
of my pages, at bottom to prove it. which page does not relate to it. and 
the Croifades are era’s too remarkable, to require my fixing them. 
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imgenuis oculifque legt, manibufque teneri. Hori 


Four pretended errors cf dates. rettify'd. Mr. P——s veal ones detelted. 
His. divinity [kill. His avchitetfonic. The heremitagium .de Bark- 
way ‘fititions, A difputation about Roifes crofs again. His notion of 
Downham. hermitage erroneous. 8S. Pega’s cell at Croyland, the origin 
of the univerfitys of Cambridge and Stamford. Of the city Granta. Of 
the city Durobrivis. Of the Roman navigation through our fens. Erith 

hermitage by Ely. 


E have in the IL.-preceding chapters (if Tbe not miftaken) fufii- 

gent Y overthrown my antagonifts IV. fundamental reafons, and 
proofs. They are intended to fhew the high, the Saxon, or Britifb anti- 
quity of Roi/tox town, crofs and hermitage, as he calls our fepulchral cha- 
pel, all thefe we fave fhewn to be errant chimeras. 


| I made lady RO IS I 4 a perfon of good fenfe and difpofition ; who 
| for near 20 years before her death, meditated on, and look’d toward that 
great change ; by preparing the place of her interment, making it the 
fcene of her frequent retirement and devotion. Mr, P—— makes her a 
faint of higher antiquity, any thing rather than what I affert. And I 
affert nothing but wherein I have the exprefs concurrence of multitudes 
of authors ; all authors that ever wrote upon the town, who had the 
beft qualifications and opportunitys of finding ont the truth, and without 
difference agree with one another, and I with them. 


Mr, P—— is the j{mael of all champions and combats the world. but 
I have thrown down his foundations, I might reafonably hope my work is 
over. 
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over. Neverthelefs I mean to give a further pufh, not for the fake of 
further confuting him, but to take the opportunity he has fore’d upon 
me, of {trengthening my own hypothefis, I call it by no other name, not 
pretending to mathematical certainty in thefe ftudys. 


In his 18. p. he begins with finding fault (according to his cuftom) with 
my genealogy ; he fays, it does not tally with my account of the family, 
in the body of the book. he inftances, in the table “ Alberic de Vere, lady 
“ Roifia’s father dyed 1149. in the body of the book tis faid, he dyed 
“ 1143. in the the table, Geffery Magnavilz, fecond fon of lady Roi/ia died 
“ in 1176. in the body of the book, in 1167. in the table Wiliam de Mag- 
«© yavile, third fon of the lady Roi/a, died in 1189, in the book 1190. 


A heavy charge this, and which I might anfwer by faying, what I wrote, 


was from different authors, who give different dates of things, it was a 
&, tobe precife in. Thad no 


matter no way material to my chief fubje 

parifh regifter to afcertain the fa&ts by. But to thew Mr. £ Ss unge- 

nerous proceeding, I will give a more particular anf{wer, to thefe three 
1ce 


great miftakes, which he and his friends have with unwearied diligea 
at laft picked out, to their great comfort. 


How handfomly does that judicious hiftorian Danie] write, like a true 
proteftant, in his preface | ** the computation of times, fays he, 1s not of 
es are eafily miftaken, the roth of july, and 


“ {> great moment. Figur 
“the 6th of auguff, with a year over, OF under, makes not a man the 


<¢ wifer, in the bufinefs then done. 

Now as to the firft error he lays on my back, Albery de Vere lady Ro- 
ifia’s father, in Millefs’s catalogue, is faid to dye 1140. and fo in the ma- 
ly, in the archives of the duke of Ancafter. 
Fobn* Abbot of Peterborough fays, it was in 1141. others fay, 1143. which 
I believe to be the truth. but I recommend it to Mr. P—— to ftudy it 
further, and then he will be inoffenfively employ’d: as for the ufe of it, 

fe ¢ 


nufcript genealogy of the fami 


tis Jefe upon his own hands. Thus Weaver monuim. Pp. 725. lays. 


from the book ‘of Chateris, that Alan Rufus, the I. earl of Richmond, 
dy’d 1093, to which agree the old chronicle of 8S. Fdmundsbury, and 
Milles in cat. bon, but the annals of Margaz, quoted by Mr. Ga/e, prif. BOR. 

dy’d yo89. as alfo the hiftory of S. Ma 


Richm p.7. fays, he dy’c 
D2 Tork, 
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Tork. ILhis 1s an inftance of like uncertainty in dates, fora malicious 
critic to nibble ar, 


The fecond error charg’d upon me is this. in the table Geffery de Mag- 
evéle died in 1176. in the body of the book in 1167. ifhe had had a grain 
of good nature, he would kindly have corre&ted this with his pen; 


as an 
obvious tranfpofition of two figures, by the printer’s miftake, no error of 
mine. He that had {can’d my book over, with {o vere an eye, did very 
we }-L 5 


cll Know, how to amend it, from two places. He fhould have made it 

1167. in my account of the family, p. 17, I tell him in plain words, 

Geffery de Magnavile died without iffue the 12th of the calends of go- 

vember 1167. in an expedition againit the Wel. Dr. Salmons printer 

has made the fame miftake as mine, p, 140: Effex; Again from My Pp, 25. 

where I fay expretly, this Geffery Magnavil died at the latter end of the 
II 


67. Sotl 


year 1167, So that this accnfation is an inftance of the gteateft difinge- 


hird error charg’d on me, William de Maguavile died in 1189. in 
the book he died 1190. °Tis very plain, our authors malice is run to the 


lees, to lay hold on fuch an occafion to fhew it, to eke ont a catalogue or 
lift of 


tf Dr. Stukeley’s errors amo nting ton®. IIL in making out his parifh 
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parifhioners that happen to die, between the r. january and 25. march, 
to die in two years, the preceding and fubfequent. 


he muft be little acquainted with writers in genealogical matters, that 


And now I have clear*d off his two pretended miftakes, I rejoin upon 
m, who has fo many errata of his own, at the end of his book, befide 

ble others: and defire he would corre& two of his dates, and his 
genealogy, p. 69. he makes Maud wife of William Beauchamp earl of War. 


[ 


“sek, to De the daughter of Richard Fitzjoba ; but in truth, the was the 
aldnft J +o = 


innumera 
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eldceft daughter of Foka } itzgeffery, lord of Kyrtling in Kent, and fifter of 
\ichara Fitzjobn. Again, p. 17. he makes this William de Beauchamp to 
Cie in 1298. He really died jane 5. 1299. at Elme/ly, as Milles has 
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What an abyis of inconfiftency is here ! that a hermitage under the very 
market-place of Roi/fon fhould in Henry VIII. time be called Heremi- 
tagium de Berkway. Before there was a fingle houfe in Roé/fon, it could 
not have been fo denominatd, but would have been ftyled Heremitagium 
apud crucem Robefe, as the priory was. had it been in being, before lady 
ROISTIA fet up the crofs, it would have been denominated from 
New/els, which lies between it and Barkway, and was it ever with any 
propriety faid to bein Barkyway parifh, yet ’tis impoffible, that with any 


propriety, it can be called the hermitage of Barkway, in Henry VIII. 


time : after the town had long been a parith of its felf. 


In p. 9g. he gives us an account of a manufcript deed of the prior of 
Roifton, which he fuppofes to be made in the beginning of Henry ILI. time, 
or before; he ftyles himfelf prior de cruce Robeys ; being the ufual ftyle of 
the prior and convent, ufed by way of eminency, as a crofs of great fame 
and antiquity. Nay he proceeds as before to affert it, to be even of Sax- 
o# antiquity. Still in Heavy VIIIs, time. This very place muft be 
denominated from Barkway. 


He does this, thinking to ran me into an abfurdity. For in that 9. p. 
he milrepretonts my hypothefis, concerning this place (and would have 
the reader believe) that I affertlady ROIS IA made the crofs here a- 
bout the end of the reign of Henry Il. when it could not be of celebrity 
encugh to denominate the priory, founded abont that time. whereas my 
notion is diferent. I have no where faid, that fhe built the crofs at the 
end of leary IT. time. as I have fufficiently argued before in contradi€tion 
to falfe reprefentation, Again he is as contradi€tory to himfelf as to me. for 
p. 16, he tells us, *tis my do€trine that the crofs was made after 1170. 
which is falfe, and this fame falfity he had told usbefore in p, 2, fothat in 
three of his pages he makes me tell three different florys. p.2. that I efta- 
bhith 1170 for the building of the crofs. p.16. about 1177. p. 9. about the 
end of Ging Henry Ud’s reign, which was 1188. all equally of his own forg- 
ing: forl have faid no fuchthing: She moft probably built the crofs here, 
long before fhe made this fepulchral chapel. But be that when it would : 
fuppofing only the crofs was prior to the priory, it would be a thing of 
note, in an open wide country, fufficient to denominate the priory. “He 
himfelf p. 6,makes many | handices and towns to take their names from 
crofies, and rightly. then why fhould not the priory, why not Roi/fom? 
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My opinion was evident enough, by what I quoted from the excellent 
Mr. Camden at the beginning of my book, p. 3. 


*© Roiftow a town of much note, but not antient, as having rifen /snce 
the Norman conquett. for in thofe days, there was a famous lady R O- 
“ T§ 1A who erested.a crofs upon the road fide, in this place. From 
“thence for many years called Rog/es crofs. “till fuch time as Euftace 
“ de Mare founded juft by ita {mall monaftery, to the honour of St. Li0= 
“ mas. “Upon this occafion, inns began to be built, and by degrees, it 
came to ‘be a town, which inftead of Roifés crofs, took the name of 
“ Roifes town, contracted into Roifton, 


ion : there was no 


After this declaration of our great antiquary’s opin 
lication of con- 


occafion for me to tieze mankind with an endlefs multip 
jeCtures, concerning the very year of lady ROISIA erecting the 
ctofs ; fecing we have no particular record to afcertain it. He words it, 
like a great author face the Norman conquett, for in thofe days, &e. 1.¢ 
and this, with due 


f- 


fince the Norman conqueft. all mankind mutt underft 
latitude, except. Mr. P——— whole bufinefs and {tudyed purpofe is, in- 
difcriminately to contradict every thing I fay, either of my own, or from 
ther authors. and I fhall reckon it an honour to be contradicted, under 


the umbrage of Mr. Camden. 


1 
i 


a) 


Mr. P——— in his p. 2. writes, ‘ Camden afcribes the foundation of th 
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crofs at Roz fon, to nave been aod? the Norman conquelt.” Our an- 
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tiquary (meaning me) defcends a century lower, and maintains, 


“lady Roi/a who flourifh’d in the reign of Hewry U1. was the foundrefs 
“of it, about the year 1170. 


Here he mifreprefents Mr. Camden, then myfelf. He thinks it Is a 
point gain’d, if he can but make me contradi&t Mr. Camden. Mr. Cam- 
den’s word is fince the Norman conquelt, every unprejudicd reader wi 

aturaly underitand, he means the early times of the Norman kings. He 
fpeaks like a judicious author, but Mr. P-——— out ot his fingular inte- 
grity, changes the word to about the Novmaa conquett. by which artifice, 


ae " 


he may alter an author’s meaning, to what he pleates. 
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Now to-come to the point, Ihave no where affign’d the date of lad 
ROIS 1 A {etting up the crofs, I venture to fuggeft only, that it was a- 
bout the year 1170, that fhe commence’d that retir’d life, which put her 
wpon digging her {ubterranean chapel hard by it ; which is the fubje& of 
all our difputations, "Lis natural to believe, the place was become fome- 
what famous af that time ; from her having fet up the crofs a good while 
“g0: more fo on account of her-ere&ting a cell or little manfion clo by 
it, above ground. 


(ro 


P. 22. he gives an account of Downham bridge hermitage, where feveral 
priefts lived together and officiated, being fubje& to the abby of Ram- 


fey ; who appointed one to be prior, another capellanus, &c. and by the 


convention which he recites, it appears, the abbot at pleafure, fent monks 
to refide there ; and that lay-brethren frequently lived at the place. all 
this he makes to be a parallel, to our cafe at Roifton. but he is extremel 
miftaken, who pretends to have fo much knowledge of monkery. The 
real truth is, the name of the place is the hermitage, from fome real hermi- 
tage which had been there in former days; but the thing itfelf, in the 
time he is writing of, was in no kind a hermitage, but a cell to Ramfey 
abby. in a word, it was a diminutive abby, or religious convent : where 
there was a chapel, properly fpeaking; a chapel, built of itone, above 
ground, I mean chapels built of ftone and above ground, for *tis ridj- 
culons to feek for chapels for publick ufe, under gtound, So the great 
mitred abby of Z% horney was originally called Anchorige, from an Anchorite, 
who firit lived there. 


ican inform him, and it will be doing fore pleafure to the reader at 
the fame time, of a cafe parallel; to Downham hermitage | mean, not 
his fantaftic one at Roiffox, which never was in being, 

When I was a youth, and began to have an inclination to the ftudys of 
antiquity, I vifited Crowland abby. and now once at leaft in the year, my 
aftairs calling me that way, I vifit it, with as much pleafure as Petrus 
Blefenfis formerly look’d back upon it: anteguam folidam terram teverem, 
ix medio marifco fepties aut fepius frena refietherem, veftrum Santtifinum 
monafieriuue corpore refpiciens, €8 intimo corde benedicens. 


About halfa mile to the eaft of the moft venerable remains of Crowland 
abby, 
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abby, near the road going thence into Pof/aad, and on the right hand of 
“the road, is a little hillock of rifing ground, now o’er grown with fhrubs 
and weeds. to us that were brought up at Cambridge: and to us that live 
at Stamford, ’tis the mott refpeétful piece of ground in the kingdom, in 
the year 1708. 1 faw a remnant of a chapel there, which was then turn’d 
to a dwelling houfe or cotage. it was called Anchorige houfe, in truth it 
was the {pot of ground that Pega pitch’d upon, for her hermitage ; filter 
to Guthlake. hither fhe accompanyed him, and lived, whilft he liv’d. and 
then fhe retired to higher ground, the place called from her, Peakirk. 
where a little monaftery was founded, the chapel ftill remains, turn’d 
into a dwelling houfe. 


When lord Zurkery] became abbot of Croyland, anno 948. many learn- 
ed men followed him thither, whom he plac’d in S. Pega’s cell; built 
them a chapel, appointed one a prior, another, who was in orders, a chap- 
lain: and they lived there together, both clerical and lay, exactly like a 
college ; and it was really a college ; and the grandmother of all the col- 
leges and learning in the two moft antient univerfitys of Cambridge and 
Stamford. 


Here lord Zurkety] made one Reynferd, a man of much learning and 
honefty, prior. and the children of the nobility were fent thither, as to a 
School, and the lord abbot walk’d to the place himfelf every day, to ex- 
amine, and encourage their proficiency in learning : as-we largely.read in 
Fagulfus’s hittory. 


Turkety], on his entering into religion, gave among others, two man- 
nors to Crowland abby, Cotenbam near Cambridge, and Worthorp near 
Stamford. ‘Thefe two were the occafion of founding the univerfitys of 


Cambridge and Stamford, in 975- this great and good abbot Zurkety/, who: 
had been the councellor of princes, but thought fit to enter into a religious. 


life, dy’d and was buryed on the right fide of the high altar. the tenants 
of the {cite of the abby dug up-his ftone coffin among many othets, lately. 
he Jeft one Egelric.a relation of his, fteward to tne monaflery, a man of 
extraordinary learning : who after Kgelric 1. fncceeded, as abbot of the 
place in 984. he gave 40 admirable original manufcripts to the library 
over the cloifters: and above 100 Iefler volumes of other tracts. 


Ofketil fuccecded him, a gentleman and a {cholar. but in the year 1109. 
Foffrid became abbot, on th naparian of Henry 1. a learned: prince. 
Foffrid was the moft. learned of all the abbots his Pieaece s: who had 
gone through the whole courfe of erudition. he fent fome monks to Coten- 

ham, who went to Cambridge :. hiring a large barn, taught the {ciences 
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publickly to a great number of fcholars. Frier Gilbert coil doétor in di- 
vinity ; Odo a grammarian and poet ; fr ¢ taught logic ; William rhetoric 
and oratory. in the 2d year no barn nor church could hold the numbe 

o Paeke From this fountaly, | Caza! is is deriv’d ; originally from a 
cel} of S. Pega, call *d Ach 0} 16 from her SOE pee thofe that liy *d a 
monattic life in it afterwards ; Laie is the fame cafe as 1 ¢ Dowabam her- 
mitage mentioned by Mr, P,—— but how like to lady ROISIA’s 
chapel under ground! I fhould aftror it the reader was I to leave it to his 


judgment, the things are alto 


But further, abbot Fofrid fen 
thorp, near us. friar El/n w nop he conflituted 5 
knowledge and learning; Freg 
of founding the univerfir y of a fOr 
friend Ree accousit of thet place. thus to two mann 
land abby, by lord Topkens. two of our univerfitys o 
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Foelix bifhop of the eaft angles, was the founder of deine the aufpices of 
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Sigebert, king of the country : about 4. D 
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tho’ before this, there were {chools, as then call’ 
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At this time, the chief part of Cambridge, was on the north fide of the 
river, which was the fcite of the Roman city Granta,.as I fuppofe it 
might have been called. I have, in company with Mr. Roger G Gale, trac’d 
out the veftiges of that city, vichode any difficulty ; Pritg an oblong 
fquare, gi was wall’d Lb and ditch’d, the Rowazs road which comes 
in a ftrait line from Aluntington hither, runs thro’ the midft of it, and fo 
in a firait line, thro’ the town, by Chri/’s college and Emanuel, to Gog- 
magog hills, where it pafles by Barlow and Haveril, into Effex, probab! y 
to Colebefter, the Camulodunum colonia, In the garden of Pythagoras’s 
fchool, fouth and weft of that building, the trace of the ditch of the Ro- 
man Granta may eafily be difcerned ; and the turn or angle of it, to which 
the angle of that building correfpo: 1ds. Then the weft ee of ae ditch 
runs on the ontfide of the late Mr. Ketils houfe, and turns quite on the 
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out fide of the town, on the north; fo round the outfide of the cattle, 
through Adagdalen college clofe, which is the fouth fide of it. The terrace 
walk in that clofe, is the vallum whereon the Romas wall ftood, then it 
runs by the fouth fide of S. GiJes’s church yard, to the garden of Pytha- 
goras’s {chool. the longeft fide of this city from eaft to weft was 2500 Ro- 


wan feet. the fhorteft fide from north to fouth was 2000. fo that the road 


cuts it in the middle. William the conqueror built his caftle in the moft 


eminent part of this city, Pythagoras’s {chool as call’d is a mott noble 
monument of antiquity, being part of an antient college, before the con- 
quett. 


In walking about the plow’d fields, on the outfide of the caftle, we 
took up great quantitys of fragments of bricks, tiles and Roman pottery 
ware. The late De. Warren of Zrinity hall fhew’d us many Roman coyns 
cardens by the caftle and by Mr. Ketz/s houfe ; together 


found. in the 
with Roman veflels of fine red earth, with figures on them: and of glafs, 
When this city was quite deftroy’d, by the Scots, Piés and Saxons, Che- 
frerton arofe on one fide and Grantcheffer on the other ; both taking their 
names from this city. “There is indeed a Roman camp at Chefferton : but 
that did not denominate the town: the word Cbefer being apply ’d only 
to fuch places, as were walled Roman towns. Grantchefter and Chefer- 


he ruin’d Granta ; they being in its precincts, as Che- 


ly Allerton) are calPd from the ruin’d Dy- 
c ‘ 
il 


to are 03 m’d from t 
frerton, and Aldwarkton. (common 

brivis, on Peterborough river: it 1s in Chefterton parifh on the fouth 
vO0r! 3 Ky . 
Cafter on. the north fide the river: is a diftincét place, and 


of the river. 
vas wald abont, but not the Durobrivis, as antiquarys have common] 
was 5) y 
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thought. 
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The frequency of wall’d towns jut here abouts,.by Durobrivis is owing 
to the vicinity ol the famous Roman Cardike, an.artificial canal paffing 
from .Peterbarough to Liacola, thence by the fo sdyke, into the, Lrent. 
from the fouthern countrys into 
ifons lying upon the nor- 


pez ~? 1 { 
ie Cardike, which betore 


This carried the corn In Roman times, 
the river Oufe, to Zork ; and thence to the 


thern Pretentura’s. The full confideration.of tl 
as not been handled, is the very plan upon which the trne khow- 
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ledge of Roman antiquitys in Britta, 1s founded ; 
{ome account of it, which he inferted in his hiltory of ‘York; to which’ 
cht it began at’ Peterlorough, but in the 
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year 1736, when vifiting Mr. RogenGale at Cotenbam, who was lord of 
the mannor of Crowlands there, which lord Zurkety] gave to Crowland 
abby: I difcovered, that the Czrdike took its rife from this very city 
of Granta, now Cambridge. that here were the Roman granarys to colleé 
the corn in, from all thefe neighbouring, fine corn countrys, to be car- 
ried by this midland navigation to Scotland. In nothing more was 
the wifdom and policy of the Romans feen, than in this affair, From 
the eaftern gate of this city Grazia, went a Roman road, now vifible, in 
a ftrait line, call’d king’s Hedges: made on purpofe to accompany this 
artificial cut. for below Cambridge, a little above Waterbeach, begins our 
famous Cardike. ‘he bed of this artificial cut is very plain from thence, 
quite acrofs the fen, through Coleabam parith, ‘till it enters the old Oufe. 
This river conveyed the corn boats, acrofs Audrey caufey, to Evithbridge. 

Audrey caufey is a Roman way originally, into the ifle of Fy. At Erith 
bridge in my time was a chapel called the hermitage, now pull’d down. 
I mean a chapel above ground, not as Mr. P would have it at Roj- 
fron, under ground, ‘This too as that at Dowabam, which he mentions, 
was at firft the dreary feat of an hermit, which gave name to the place. 
in time, the chapel was built and frequented by the neighbours, and then 
two or three priefts might officiate, as many as could be maintain’d thereby. 
Mr. P would call them improperly hermits. He does not diftinguith 

between former and later times. Originally fome hermit pitcht upon a me- 
lancholy angle to pafs his life, in folitude. afterward a chapel was built 
upon that fpot, for the ufe of the town of Erith, that grew up in time. 

but it ftill retain’d its old name of the hermitage, tho’ the occafion ceas’d. 

here the bifhop of E4, when refiding (before the reformation) in the 

neighbouring palace of Somerfoam, ufed to ordain. 


From Erith the corn boats pafs’d in an artificial cut, by Ramfey, to 
Suards dike, which took its prefent name from Suvardus a Saxon earl, who 
at the time of the conqueft, together with earl Edwin and Morkar, Here- 
ward le Wak, Egelwin bifhop of Durham ; Frederic abbot of S. Albans, &c. 
held the ifle of Ely againft the conqueror. The vulgar havea report, 
that they fcour’d this dike with their fwords, and thence had its name. 
then the boats pafs’d by Beswick, where Roman coyns are frequently 
found ; fo by Whitlefea mere, or fome cut made by the fide of it, to Hor- 
fey bridge; where Roman coyns too are found, and {0 into Peterborough 
river. ‘The continuation of the Cardike, through Lincolnfbire may be feen 

in 
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in my Ttinerariam, Mr. Moreton’s Northamptonfbire, Mr. Drake’s hiftory 
of York. 


By this means, the corn of Cambridgfhire, Bedfordjbire, Huntingdonfbire, 
Northamptonjbire, Rutland, and Lincolnfbire came in, from the Zrent, that 
of Nottinghamfbire; all eafily convey’d northward, to the utmoft limits 
of the Roman power there, by the river Oufe ; which is navigable to the 
then imperial city of York. ‘This city was built and placed there, in that 
fpot, on the very account of the corn-boats coming thither. and the em= 
perors there refided, on that account. and the great morafs on the river 
Fo/s was the haven, or bafon, where thefe corn boats unladed. The very 
name of the Fos at York, and Fofsdike between Lincoln and the Zrent, are 
memorials of its being an artificial work, even as the great Fo/s road, ¢- 
qually the work of the fpade, tho’ in a different manner. 


As Che/terton and Aldwarkton by Durobrivis, take their names from 
the Roman city: fo Chefterton and Grantchefter from Granta, So when 
the Roman town at Reiffow was deftroy’d, Barkway and Tharfield arofe, 
being fome what more out of the road of deftrntion, but when Cam- 
bridge became a town again, it would be as abfurd to fay, S. Giles’s church 
for inftance, was in the parifh of Grantchefter - as to fay, Roifiow mar- 
ket-place was in Barkway parifh. but abfurder ftill, to talk of a hermitage 
in that market-place., and if there can be a greater abfurdity, ’tis mak- 
ing this place to be called the hermitage of Barkway, in Heary VILL. time. 


Perhaps a hermitage, or a place fo called, at Barkway, was granted by 
the king to the family of Chefers, let Mr. P inquite for it, if he 
pleafes. Some others have inquired for it, at the tower rolls, augmenta- 
tion and other offices without fuccefs. they can find no mention either 
of Katherin ov ot Heremitaginm de Barkway : in the original grant. 


Thus I have with the utmoft concifenefs, given the reader fome relief, in 
reciting the Origines Cantabrigieafes &8 Stan ordienfes. they are matters 
not only noble, and of great importance, but the difcerning reader will 
find fome parallelifm, between them and the fubject matter of Roiffon : 
{o as that they mutually illuftrate each other. and tho” I have a large ac- 
count of thefe matters, I may notiperhaps have an opportunity, or inclina- 
tion to publifh it: when we are thus to be ill ufed, for our endeavours. 
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Jubfequitur cacus’ amoi fut, 
2t tollews vacuum vibe mmio gloria verticem. Hor. 


Lady ROISITA 20 hermit. Not buryed at Chikefand. Leland’s 
tefiimony examined. Great diverfity of inftances quoted, of miftakes con- 
cerning interments. The evidence [umd up. Lady ROISTA buryed 
at Roifton: Mr. P S notion of people buryed here, abfurd. 
Diftinttion between male and female fhulls. His quibbles wee the 


imagery fiated. Charatter of benedi& Abbas : Hoveden: Giraldus 
Garhbioatst Matt, Paris. 


T) 23. Mr. P not very civilly rates me, for aflerting, that ii 
R | Roifon cave belong’d tolady ROTS I A; whom three times ¢ 
eeniat he Pai my reclufe. oppofes me with Mr. Leland’s tettim 
“that fhe was bur ryed at Chik/and, that it was not ufual for hermits to 

© admit of aaa to be buryed in their ora atorys, and this conld not be 
“lady R OTST A’s body, that was found.” He gives us a long can- 

SY tale e, of Guy earl of Warwick, the famous champion being buryed 

in an hermitage, ae} he extracted, I prefume, out of an old black let- 
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terd contin Pee d up with the feven champions, by Caxton or Hy 


z. 
YAR 
Wy orde. 


mony, 


To all thefe I thall give as fhort an anfwer, asI can. Firft, I obferve, 
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ne is an unjufl reporter of my opinion ; I do not call lady ROIS 1A 


reclufe, I fuppofe her to live and dye at Nufels ; 1n the port and dig- 
uty, befuiting her high birth and ftation. but I be fhe took a walk, 
when it pleas’d her, over this agreeable turf, to pay her devotions, or fot 
ieditation, in her fepulchral chapel, moft probably there was fome little 
cott; or-cell over it, where a fervant of hers dw elt; as the aes of the 


nlace. 
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place. This is manifeftly my c opinion, which he perverts, and then argnes 
from it, as cuftomarily 4s his method. 


Secondly, as to the great point, of lady ROIS TIA being buryed 
at Chikefand, according to the teftimony of Leland. It is our au- 
thor’s bufinefs to magnify Le/ana’s te mea I know how to fet a pro- 
per value on it, and on his works, but fhall be far from calumniating 
him, or any author. J leave that to the devil and | his agents, who will 
either find or make faults. But Mr. P—— takes this teftimony of Le/and’s, 
from myfelf, and then is fare to turn it againit me. *Tis plain, I had no 
defign to impofé upon, or mifguide the reader, by conce: aling any evidence 


‘ t 1 ee | ra Bk By 4 5 
relating to this natter: “1 mentioned that ver y teftimonyv ot eland 35 
more than once. p. 21, p. 44. as it dla not then overfway my judge- 

* | Ge y . ; ; es : ; 
ment, cather’ d from layin o the whole of the evidence, 2nd a ppearances 


3 
together ; fo now | lay no more pets on it, than before: efpecially as 
Mr. P.—— has not been able toadd any weight to it, more than his 
own ill-nature: nor any one femblance ot a reafon, to overthrow any one 
pofition in my whole book. 


But let us confider this affair a little, Mr. a in his St tanifora annals, 
p. 46. tells us, ‘© Leland wrote, that lady I/abella de Roos wife of Robert 
“© de Roos, who lived at Uffingtom near us, was ios t New/ted priory. 
“© and that fhe died in 1293. ver fays he, Leland is miftaken in both 
“ the facts. He fhews, that this lady was bnryed at Be ford ; that her 
<* heart only was bur yed at deter and that fhe Sally died in 1301. 

Here we find ge not infallible, and that he has mifreckon’d this 
lady’s obit a couple of years, and that he has erred in the place of her f{e- 
pulture. It was aye very common, at this time, to order their hearts 
to be buryed in one place, their b sat in another. Thus queen Flenor’s 
heart, ‘he wife of Edward I. was bury’d at Lincoln, under a magnificent 
tomb of brafs, as Camden takes notice: her body at Weftminfter. Thus 
king Fobn’s | seatt was buried at Croxtow abby, his body in Worce/fer ca- 
thedral. 7Feaver in funeral mon, p, 751. mentions the heart of our lady 
Roifia’s nephew, Sir Robert de Vere 1, to be Heh ae in the gray friars s Ipf- ; 
wich. alfo the heart of dame Petronil Uffor. I fee mentioning 


more, 
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Sometime-we meet with different accounts of interment, where all cari- 
not be right, unlefs we underftand it of this fort, we are Writing on. Ste-~ 
phen, one of the firft earls of Richmond, ordered his heart to be depofited, 
in the abby church of S. Mary’s at York, in the yeat 1137. or 1138. in 
the Regiftrum honoris de Richmond and in Milles, he is {aid to be depofited 
in the Ciftertian church of Begar, founded by him, in Britany, fo {ays 
pere Lobinel. yet Lobinel himfelf, in another place, affirms he is buried by 
his father, in the cathedral church of Briocius. Dupaz {ays the fame. I 
mentioned fome inftances of this nature, in lady ROISTIA’s family, 
at the bottom of p. 34. of my book, I need not recite more, 


But befides all this, *tis well known, the antients had a cuftom of ere€t- 
ing cenotaphs or honorary monuments, where no body was interr’d, and 
efpecially in regard to founders of religious houfes. Weaver has a whole 
chapter upon this head, and on thefe cenotaphs, the names and titles of 
the defunét, to whofe honour they were intended, and often the images 
were cut and infcrib’d. Weaver p, 225. fays, Simon TVibbald archbifhop 
of Canterbury called Sudbury, from the place of his nativity, was buryed 
on the fouth fide of S. Dun(an’s altar, in Canterbury cathedral. in DP. 743. 
he writes, that he was buryed in St. Gregory*s church at Sadbury, under a 
marble four yards. long and two broad: inlaid all over with bra - he 
judges, the former mention’d to be at Canterbury, was only his Cenotaph, 
that he buile the chapel where this ftone lyes. 


Thus there is a cenotaph at Hedingham, of the famous Sir Fohn Hawk- 
wood, who was buryed at Florence in Richard II. time. 

Weaver again ; ‘It was the cuftom of old, and fo it is ip thefe days, 
** for men of eminent rank and iquality, to have tombs ere&ted in more 
“ places than one, For example, and proof of my f{peech, continues he, 
** I find here in this church of Canterbury, amonument of alabafter at the 
“fect of the black prince, wherein, both by tradition and writing, it is 
** afirmed that the bones of Wiliam Courtney archbilhop of this fee, lie in- 
“* tombed. and I find another to the memory of the fame man, at Atid- 


fione in Kent, wherein becaunfe of the epitaph, I rather believe, that his 
body lyeth buryed. 


P. 250; 
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P. 250. He gives an inftance of Peter the firft, abbot of St. Augufines 
Canterbury, buried at Boloign- yet a monument was ereCted for him in 
Sc. Augu/tines and an epitaph. Can it be donbted but the zealous and 
grateful abbot of Walden, after he had beftawed fo much coft and care, to 
obtain the body ot Geffery Mandevil lady R OISIA’s firft husband, 
founder of his monaftery : when he was difappointed by the knights temp-~ 
lars, as 1 mention’d, p. 16. ere€ted an honorary monument, for him in 
his abby church ? 


At Bromley in Kent, Mr. Weaver gives us an account of Richard Wen- 
gover bifhop of Rocheffer, and parfon of that town : that in the church 
wall lyes his portraiture: yet it is faid, that his body was buryed at 
Wefmiufter, by the king’s fpecial command. The great Barghley had a 
very magnificent cenotaph ereCted in Weftminfter abby : tho’ his body is: 
with us at Stamford, and a monument. 


Frequent miftakes have happen’d about the interment of great perfons. 
William eldeft fon of the earl of Penbroke, {aid in the book of Wiaverly, 
where his epitaph is recorded, to have been buryed in the temple-church., 
the fame perfon in the annals of Ireland, is faid to be buryed at Kilkenny, 


with an epitaph. Weaver, p. 442. 


Milles writing of Maid daughter of William Marfbal earl of Penbroke, 
and wife to William Plantaginet earl of Warren and Surrey, who died 1237. 
fays, her heart lies before the high altar at Lewss, but it is fot known, 
whete her body was buryed. 

In Montfatcoa’s monumens afore-mention’d, ate two monumental figures 
of Richard \. one.at Foateverard where his body is buryed, the other at 


Roaa where his heart. 


Sometimes they were buryed in three different places. as Richard de 
Clare earl of Gtoucheffer, a relation of lady ROISIA’S, who founded 
the priory of Zonbridge : he died at Emerfield in Kent. his bowels were 
his body at Zew&sbury, and his heart at his priory 
Weaver, p. 322. 


buryed at Craterbury, 
church at Lonbridge. 


Ela daughter of Williams Long/pe eat) of Salisbury, was wife to Thomas 
F 2 de New- 


os 


‘ef 
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ae Newburg earl of Warwick. by Mr. Milles the is faid to be buried in 
Ofeney abby. the truth is, her bowels only are there intert’d, as appears 


by an inicription {till remaining, Ele de Warwick comitifje vifcera fume 
hic. 


In Camden, p. 726, we read William Rokeby archbifhop of Dublin, dying 
there ; he ordered his bowels to be buryed at Dublin, his heart at Halli- 
Jax; his body at Sandall. 


William. Malmsburg, geft. pont, Wl, mentions the great contention, the 
lis inextricabilis, as he calls it, between thofe of York and Canterbury 
which had the body of the great Weifrid t he died at Oundle near us, in 


a little monaftery he founded. part of it and the room where he died, ftill 
wemains. 


> 


Other inftances there are, of bodys being remov’d, after their firtt ; 
terment: as for inftance, Foelix the Burg 


if} 


gundian, founder of Cambridge 
univerfity, bifhop of the eatt angles, was firdt buryed at Duawich, then at 
Sobam, lattly at Ramfey abby. S. Tibba was firtt buryed at Ryhall near 
us, where her cell was in the north weft corner of the church, on the out. 
eke Pe pe en Petertorough. but I think, here are cafes quoted 
abundantly fufficient, to illuftrate the point Faim at. which I fhall Put in 
this eafy light, to fhew Mr. P-—— that Le/anq?s evidence is not mathe- 
matical demonttration, any more than his learned anfwer and remarks 
upon, &c. 


From the firft cafe of lady Roos, who according to Leland’s teftimony, 
was buryed at New/fed priory near us: it appears Leland was not Infalli- 
ble ; for only her heart was there interr’d. Tis highly probable from 
this and many other cafes quoted, that lady ROISIA’s heart was 
inter’d at Chikefand. We fee from other cafes, that Leland alone is not 
fallible in fuch matters, but many other authors mut be miftaken, in 
whole or in part, in relation to interments of great perfonages of anti- 
quity. We fee in the cafe of Cevoraphs, that there might be in Ckékefand 


chapel, amonument, an infcription of Jz Séndeur, a monumental effigies 
of lady ROIS IA, which Leland fa 


w, and yet her body buryed elfe- 
where. We fee, that thefe memorials of great perfons were in more 


places than one, in different churches, different countrys, different king- 


doms. 
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doms. We fee at this time of the day, what violent contentions were 
ufed to get the bodys of thefe great perfons. I mentioned in my book, 
p. 44. that about lady R OLS IA’s ion, William de Magnavile, to be 
read at large in Dugdale Baron. I, p. 204. 1179. our hiftorys tells us the 
violent contention between Roa# and Manfe about the body of the young 
king Henry, fon to Heary UW. and innumerable more might be added. 
But more than innumerable would never convince an obftinate fceptic in 
this point, as Mr. P profeffes himfelf, p. 27. I am confident the 
equitable reader fees by this time, enough to perfuade him, that we can- 
not with any certainty conclude, lady R O I'S IA was buryea at Chike= 
fand. which of all thefe quoted, is tne parallel café to ours, “tis not pof- 
fible for me to point out: but Ican fay thus much, that if my hypothefis 
be not extremely diftant from truth, every page in my book proves, fhe 
was buryed in her fepulchral chapel at Roi/ton, and it was er fenll that 
Thad in my hand. 


I know full well, that ic was a female {cull; and from the rottenefs of 
that and the re(t ofthe bones: the body mutt have been buryed five or 
600 yeats. people of experience can judge of thefe fculls and others : 
L have had great experience in thefe matters from great numbers of the 
Wilt/oire barrows, which {1 have opened. "Tis impoffible; that a body 
fhould have been fo decay’d, if only fince Heary VIll.rime: befides how: 
ridiculous is it, toadmic of Mr. P ’s hypothe/rs, that hermites did 
permit people to be buried in their chapels. this body was covered o’er a- 
bout ro foot deep, with fine mold; which reached higher than the ima- 
gery of the chapel, did ever any hermits thus bury, in their chapels, fo as 
to render their chapels forever after ufelefs ? : 


One word more about lady ROIS TIA’s feull, . Weaver, p. 30. 
gives au account of a Roman monument found at Stepmey, in his time, in 
Radcliff field; ‘a cheft of lead: within was the body ofa woman, as the. 
“ {urgeons judged by the fcull. he recites the jars, glafs phials, little urns 
and the like, found with the body, according to the relators account, Sit 
Robert Cotton. they judg’d her to be fome governors wife, herein Brittain. 
tis plain, at that time, people had more faith than Mr, P 
the furgeons opinion : and trufta man in his own art. A like Romaz inter- 
ment was found 1739. at Durobrivis abovemention’d near us, with all the 
particulars. Jhave two of the curious little veflels found therein. both 
E.3 phyficianss 
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phyficians and furgeons who faw the body, prononc’d it to be female, as 
well as myfelf. 


The diftin€&tion between a male and female {cull is as old as Ari ffotle, 
hift, animal. VIL. 3. and de part. animal. that of a woman’s in general, is 
narrower upon the temples, between the ofa jugalia, or cheek bones: 
and the /fyliform proceffes in the bafe of the fcull, are flenderer and longer, 
but an anatomift can at firft fight, as readily know one from the other, 
as a connoifleur knows the painting of Reubens and of Vandyke. 


P. 28. My antagonift begins to quibble at the figures or imagery of 
eur chapel, he reprehends me for running from one figure to another, and 
from one print to another, in my interpretation of them ; in order to 


make them tally (fays he) with certain monkifo annals ttrangely ftretch’d 
and applied, 


This is the itch of calumniating! and then he quotes my 28 p. to be 
compared with 37, which if the reader pleafes to do, as I did, lam con- 
fident he will find nothing to the purpofe ; ’tis only a fham quotation to 
amufe and deceive. another of his arts of proving. but I thall an{wer all 
thefe particular charges. 


Wien I propofed to make drawings of the imagery of lady R O- 
!§ I A’s chapel, I confider’d, that the place called the grave, was very 
proper to divide my work, fo as to comprehend the whole, in two plates. 
now when I begin to interpret this imagery, I doit in the order oftime. I 
difcover that lady ROIS [4 began this fancy of cutting the figures, 
in that point of the circle, that was oppofite to the entrance, where that 
{quare holeis, ia my II. plate, onthe right hand of S. Laurence ; this be- 
ing to the right of the high altar of the place, or upper end. therefore I 
rightly begin there, whether it happens in IL. or IIL. plate. from hence I 
go round, in a continued feries, from left to right, as we write, and in 
chronological order ; till the whole circle is compleated, with the utmoft 
propriety, and this our perverfe adverfary calls running from one figure 
to another, from one table to another. he is angry that our lady R O- 
IS IA did not cut the figures, in the order he requires: and therefore 
is refolved in his interpretation of them, to begin as boys at {chool do, 
at the firlt corner of their horn-book < great A. 

All 
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All the while that he is abufing me about my plates, he ferupuloutly 
copys them, erafes my name out of the plate, and vends them to the pub- 
lick, for his own. but he teils us I ftretch the figures ftrangely, 1, ¢. 
rorture them, to make them tally with certain monkifh annals, 

No doubt it’well became him to quarrel with me about monkery. he 
whe is a {ceptic at every thing, but the golden legend, calls Benedict al 
bot, a grave and admirable hiftorian, who wrote every thing of his own 
perfonal knowledge ; this author he calls with equal judgment and truth, 
monkifp annals. not to diftinguith between a man of learning who liv’d in 
the court of the greateft prince of chriftendom, trom a real ignorant 
monk in his cell, making memorandums of the low events that fell out in 
his own convent. At this time in the court of Heary If. where he was 
chaplain, was tranfacting the moit material and important bufinefs of the 
world. we may have fome notion of it, from what I wrote in the beginning 
of my p. 33-much more might be faid, but this I remark, fays, Matthew 
Paris, “‘ that all may knew, how great was Henry's wifdom and magni- 
 Fcence, to whofe audience came the counfels of the whole world ; to 
* whofe judgment their difputes. 


Tis not to be wonder’d at, that our antagonift fhould abufe me, or 
king Henry’s chaplains, when he abufes fo great a king as Henry IL. fo va- 
luable an author as Benedi& abbot ; who is loaded with encominms by all 


fa - 


that fpeak of him. of which I have given fome hints in the preface. he 
wrote what he knew, and he knew the fprings of a€tion ; had all the ors 
ginal papers to perufe, he writes the modt material tranfaCtions, that ther 
happen’d in the world. and this book is called monkifh annals, as it it had 


been the day-book of his Downham neighbours of the hermitage. The: 
D 


misfortune is, Benedid abbot agrees not with his golden legend, for hi- 
forical facts are obftinate things and will never bear {tretching and tor= 
curing; like his monkith fables. After I had interpreted the whole ima- 
gery of this chapel, well nigh toa fingle figure, ina plain, eafy manner, 
from Benedid#’s real hiftory : fo ®@ppofitely, that one would think, they 
were defign’d from the book; then comes Mr, P and thinks he has 
weight enough to perfuade the wor 
this, as far as they handle the fame fubje€t, perfeCtly agree, Roger Hove- 


dea who was another of king Henry's chaplains, Giraldus Cambren/?s 
hiss 


id, to take it for monkifo annals. ‘Lo 
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his fecretary, and Matthew Paris who liv’d in the neighbourhood of the 
feat of power; and at the fametime. by all remrak’d for a moft excellent 
hiftorian. but all thefe we muft give up for the lying pages of the golden 


legend, and the romance of Guy earl of Warwick, the firft edition. 


DR TOE ETE TSH 


Ob At PwaVi, 


—— a) eafdem cercinak autas. Ov. 


Concerning profane ftorys in churches. Interludes at Chriftmas-time. Jf. 

P—s figure of Thomas a Becket difprov’d. S. John Baptift’s portrait 
Jfettled. Mr, Ps skill in divinity, Hugh Nunant’s image defended. 
The Seal of Roitton priory confider’d. the image of the French king vin- 
dicated. His contradiftion about the tiara. S§. Laurence on a freeple at 
Norwich, Mr. P——-s skill at multiplying perfons. 


U R antagonift tranfcibes many pages together of my book, at Dp. 29, 
C) in order firft to fill up his own, next to remark upon them ; but 
not as critics and commentators commonly do, to illustrate and commend, 
but quite on the contrary, to accufe, deform, pervert and perfecute. 
a conduct that throws a difcredit :in general, upon the ftudy of anti- 
quitys | ; 


ter to me, is the laft which I treat of, in my annals or chronological or- 
der, as he aftectedly jefts upon it, my explanation being in order of time, 
which greatly confirms the probability of it, is highly offenfive to his irre- 
gular treatment of the fculpture, making it a heap of things, that have 
no relation to any one perfon, nor to one another. Firft in p. 31. he 


The ftory he begins to criticize upon, that he may be fure to run coun 


2 
finds fault with me, for interpreting the fculpture, in tab. JI. where 
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Henry Il. ftands with his fword drawn, into any thing that looks like, 


what he calls, prophane hiftory, he thinks it no proper decoration for .& 
religious cell. 


What an injudicious fqueamifhnefs does he pretend to, that will not 
fuffer a contemplative lady, to record in her own oratory, the remarke 
able event, of a moft furious war nip’d in the bud, between the mo-= 
narchs of England and France, by the intervention of the more powerful 
ecclefiaftical {word ! when a legate de Jatere from the pope, at that time 
honour’d with almoft divine rites, accompanyed with great numbers of 
archbifhops, bifhops, and nobility of England, Normandy, and France, at 
the very onfet of a battle, interpos’d between the two armys, and made 
peace ; holding up the thunderbole of excommunication againft the party, 
that dared to refufe a compliance. Our lady’s favorite fon at this timey 
had a very great fhare in the command, and this truly is reckon’d a piece 
of prophane hiftory, not fit to be put into a private oratory! he may as 
well call ir prophane, when we give publick thanks in our churches, for a 
victory againft the French. It was in lady ROIS I A a piece of reli- 
gious gratitude and devotion, thus to confecrate to God, a memorial of 
fo extraordinary a pacification, between two great nations. 


One would fuppofe our author thinks, hanging up the king’s arms int 
our churches a piece of profane hiftory. he never read any profane, I mean 
fecular accounts of family hiftory, or monuments in churches. much lefs 
did he ever obferve figures of devils, ludicrous and ob{cene reprefenta- 
tions, both on the outfide and infide of cathedrals, churches and chapels. 
When he was looking for Sir Robert de Weylana’s pi&ture and his ladys in 
his own church: he might have obferv’d the whole roof of the church 
fupported by horrid and fantaftic images of cacodemons and the like. My 
fiend Mr. Drake of York, obferves hunting florys catv’d in baffo releivo, in 
the minfter, but innumerable are the inftances of this kind. it fhews to 
how wretched a ftraight he is reduc’d, that makes ufe of {uch low 


wrangling. 


Next he wrangles with me for making lady RO IS I A probably 
prefent at Chriftmas-time, in Bedford cattle, where the king celebrated 
the feftival, with great folemnity. he fays, there was feafting, plays, inter- 


ludes, maskerades, revels and dancing. therefore it muft be a great levity 
in 
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in her, to be prefent there, who was a reclufe, dedicated to a religious life: 
amere profeffed, all this is forg’d out of his own head. I never made her 
a reclufe, a nun, a profefled. She was a lady of qnality, both her fons by 
her firft and by her fecond husband, were now in the king’s court, in her 
own neighbourhood : and why fhe might not be there too, if fhe pleafed, 
as well as the king’s chaplains, ot any body elfe, no mortal alive can 
fee, except our ferpens epidaurius, whofe bufinefs it is, to make faults, 
where there are none. Mr. P feems to be ignorant, that thefe inter- 
ludes at Chri/imas-time, were not profane, as he terms it, bur religious, 
with pageants and the like. from Mr. Drake’s account of thofe at Corpus 
Chrifti time in his appendix, p. xxx. we learn a notion of them. 


P. 32. comes our author’s folution, which he has been thus paving the 
way for. and why could he not offer his folutions to the' diverfion of the 
public, without lugging me in, to keep him company? but he fays, this 
is the reprefentation of the martyrdom of St. Zomas Becket : the perfon 
with the {word ere&t is the murderer. Him I call Hugh de Nunant he 
makes the archbifhops crofs-bearer, then comes a quotation out of the 
golden legend, to prove all this: from the moft filly, popifh ftory, that 
ever was read : p, 33. which [ recommend to the reader’s perufal, when 
he is difpofed to be merry. ‘tis in effect faying, return ye fooli/b Britons, 
to holy mother church. Obferve, how carefully all the while Becket *is 
called faint. 


Can any reafonable perfon imagine, that when I was writing concern- 
ing Henry I. and other perfons and things of his time : when I mention 
in the beginning of lady R O IS I. A’s retired life, the memorable year 
of Becket’s murder, p. 27. when I mention this priory adjacent, being de» 
dicated to Thomas a Becket; that 1 fhould not have him in my mind, 
when I contemplated this figure, but my judgment was not form’d, like 
our author’s, from a partial confideration, or from prejudice, but from 
the whole of things. the figure of an archbifhop, and that of a man with 
a {word in his hand, may reprefent Becket and his murderer, when  pro- 
perly circumftance’d. and the like may be applied to many other archbi- 
fhops, who have been murder*d, but here is a group, a multitude. of: f- 
gures, all apparently belonging to the fame hiftory: and not to be intere 
preted from only two, out of the number; for all the reft are repugnant. 
Obferve, 


C51) 


Obferve; here are but thefe two. for he called by him the archbifhop’s 


crofs bearer, cannot be fo, according to his own hypothe/s. 


For 1. in p. 34. he fays, that I have not copyed that figure right, he 
does not hold a crofs in his hand, but the crofS is a diftin& altar, as he 
calls it. here he flatly contradicts himfelf and what he fays in this 32. p- 
2. in the fame p. he makes this figure of a crofs-bearer, to be really fobs 
Baptift. 3. p. 34. he denys, that there was any crucifix on the ftaff, borne 
by archbifhops, 4.1 add another of his abfurditys, that there he makes 
two crofles, one in the archbifhops hand, another in his crofs-bearers, 
which is altogether inconfiftent. 5, I add another abfurdity of his. in p. 35. 
he makes this figure with a fword in his hand to be Herod the king, who 
flew fobs Bapitift. 


Thus does a man run himfelf into a fhoal of abfurditys. out of the luft 
of contradiétion ! 


I muft give a diftin& anfwer to all thefe pofitions. 1. it is much eafier 
to refute this, than to fettle what his aflertions are. for from the unfettled 
mixture of his ideas, .he is as contrary to himfelf, as he is to me. he fays 
in one place, the figure with the crucifix in his hand, whom I make to 
be Hugh de Nuaant, is the archbifhop’s crofs-bearer. this notion | prove 
to be falfe, both becaufe he himfelf at the bottom of 34. p. pretends the 
archbifhop’s crofs had no crucifixes on them. likewife, as according to him, 
the archbifhop has the crofs in his hand already, his crofs-bearer cannot 
have it too ; for we do not read, nor dces he pretend, that archbi- 
fhops had two crofles. laftly he himfelf, p. 34. fays, I have not reprefent- 
ed this figure right; that he does not hold a crucifix in his hand : but the 
crucifix is really plac’d between him and the archbifhop, and fo makes a- 
nother altar. for he fays, here are many altars in this chapel. he fays, 
this figure has an emaciated face, with a forked beard, therefore it re- 
prefents Fobx the Baprift - for that the priory is dedicated to Fobn Bap- 
tift and Thomas a Becket. the whole, he concludes (according to the fcant- 
ling of his logic) is a proof, that lady Roi/a had no hand in cutting it. 


Thus does he play with words and abufe the typographic art, in print- 
ing what he underftands not himfelf, nor can make any reader underftand. 
but I think he fufficiently ‘confutes himfelf. as to his aflertion of its being 
St. 
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St. Fobn Baptift: we do not find in king Richard's charter to the priory, 
which I have already quoted, that it was dedicated to that faint, mona/te- 
rio fandi Thome martyris apud crucem Rohefie, it is ftyled. but be that 
as it will, I do‘aver this is not Fokn Bapti/t, both becaule of his bearing a 
ctucifix, and becaufe of his forked beard! in’ jawe 1745.1 vifited our fe- 
pulchral chapel, on purpofe to compare my plates, with the original, 
and this figure I examin’d particularly, becanfé Mr. P had found 
fault with my drawing of it. yet notwithftanding, he direGtly copyed my 
drawing, without any pretended amendment. but I found my drawing 
correct. Ido affert, that this figure bears the crucifix in his hand, tho’ the 
fhaft of the crucifix is broke off, his right arm is in the pofture of holding 
it. the crucifix is over him, rather on his right fide: {0 far is it from 
being between the two figures, as Mr. P would have it. 


Therefore what he {ays about this matter is abfolutel 
to the fculpture it felf, as for his proof from the forked-b 
and abfurd. for how fhould he know, the 
authority, and that is all we can hay 


y falfe. I appeal 
eard, tis childifh 
Baptift had a forked-beard > 
e in the cafe, tells us otherwife, 


I have fome elegant pieces of old fculpture in alabafter, in mezzy re 
Nevo, which I take to have been portable or private altars high raifed, 
one of them, has belonged to fome chapel dedicated to St. Fokn Baprif. 
It was given me by my worthy and learned friend, Samuel Gale, Ef; tis 
exactly a foot in height. below, is the whole figure of the Baptift in pri- 
fon, his hands bound: above, his head in a charger, but of a larger 
fize. the bare head is three inches and a half in height, incompafs’d with 
faints and martyrs. the beard in both thefe figures, is reprefented thor, 


broad, and even at bottom. for the readers curiofity, the fculpture of jt 
is here exhibited, * 


I have the figure of St. Foln Baptif# in painted 
he is pi€tur’d at length in his coat of skins, 22 inc 
beard is exa@tly fimilar to thofe abovemontion 


nofe very gently rifing, Thadit among broken, painted glafs, taken from 


St. Fobn’s church here, by the glaziers, when repairing the windows: 
which within memory were admirably adorn’d, with this fumptuous and 
elegant furniture. Mr. Peck found from the parifk old accounts, that it 
was made by glafs painters of Peterborough, of great eminence, 
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glafs, of an old ftyle. 
hes high. the face and 
*d. a plain ruttic afpect, the 
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Ihave now in my hand, an old monaftic kalendar or almanac, with 
the pictures or fymbols of the faints of the days of the month througuout: 
fome in black, fome in red letters and colors, it was found bebind the 
wainfcot of -Finefhade abby near us. *tis on velum, made from a wooden 
print, bue copyed from a manufcript one, much antienter. I confider d 
the dates of all the faints compriz’d therein, and find the lateft of them 
is S. Francis, who dy’d.1226. over 29 auguit, is S. fobs Baptif?’s head in 
a charger. the beard is reprefented, not forked, but even at bottom, as 


the others. 


Thus we have three or four evidences in different kinds, from antiquity, 
uniformly agreeing about the Baptif’s beard, quite different from Mr. 
P—s aflumption. I do not pretend, that any of thefe were taken from 
originals, or that they are evidences of the main truth: but they fuflici- 
ently evidence that the ancients obferv’d. an uniformity in thefe reprefen- 
tations. and that Mr, P.——~ cannot infer, the figure to be the Baptif, 
from the forked beard. if the Baptiff himfelf has appear’d to him in a vi- 


fion, let him declare it. 


Thus having fhew’d, that this figure which I rightly call Hugh de Nu- 
nant (as I fhall further {how in proper place) is neither Becket’s crofs- 
bearer, nor ohm Baptif? ; there remains but two more, of all this group, 
which he pretends to interpret; him call’d archbifhop Becket, and the 
figure with the fword in his hand ere&t, whica Mr. P——~ fometimes 
makes the archbifhop’s murderer, fometime Herod the king, who kill’d 


the Baptift. 


"There is little need of refuting a man that is {0 variable and diffident 
tn his own underftanding of things. His interpretations are like the ora- 
cles of old, that look both ways. and this {word we are difcourfing on, he 
makes a Delphic fword, which is either to cut off Fobn Baptif’s head, 
or Becket’s {calp, according to the figures good pleafure, how fine a know- 
ledge has our author in the att of defigning, who thus confounds times, 
perfons and circumftances ! if the firft of the figutes had been Foha Bap- 
tift, how comes it that Becket fteps between him'and Herod, if the {word- 
bearer be the muderer-of Becket, what need of Fobn- Baptif’s company ? 
he fhews himfelf a profound adept in divinity, that afligns Herod perfon- 


ally. to cut off the Buptif’s head. St. Matthew whom we ought rather to 
G 3 believe, 
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believe, writes, thathe fent, and beheaded Fohs in the prifon, he did not 
go into a fordid dungeon, 1 all his royal array, ona birth day, and. do 
ic himfelf, nay he was forry for his oath, that occafion’d it, St. Mark fays 
exprefly, the king fentran executioner, »who welt: and’ beheaded him, 


As to Becket, if to this man with a fword, had been added four-in com- 
pany with {words, and. there had. been no more figures in,this group, we 
might have admitted it. Hugh called the ill-clerk (malas clericus) had 
a hand in killing him, as well as the other four ruffians: Mauclerk. but 
what has Becket to do with all the reft, particularly with that figure 
which has a crown on, and was im reality the French king (as 1 fhall thew 
in proper place) for on my more nicely examining this figure, I found 
that his crown is really feure, like. the crowns, which both French and 
Eaglifb kings now:wore. further what has Becket to do with the two armys, 
as plainly and as wellidefigned; as any other figures in the place 


There are indeed ftill more figures than I have drawn, but imperfe&, 
and cis pleafant to think, that Mr. P rates mein p. 61. for not in- 
terpreting an imperfect figure or two, that never were finifh’d; whilft 
here he {ays not one word of all the number of figures which compofe 
this group, we are {peaking of. 


His odd notion, p. 34. of the little holes called niches, wherein to 
put lamps, to burn before thefe faints, does not deferve confutation. it 
proves no point. 

fi quis nunc querat, quo res bec pertinet ? 
lady Roifa if fhe pleafed, might fet up a lamp there occafionally, or on 
the ground : or fhe might put a prayer book in there, or any other book, 
or thing. but had it been a conftant pra€tice to put a lamp there for 
many ages, the oyly black would have been ftill difcernable. 


My bufinefs is now, only to dhew the falfity and improbability of his 
interpretations of the imagery. which when done, is no {mall confirma- 
tion of that which I had made, but I fhall at the clofe of this work, re- 
confider my own interpretation, and add fome further obfervations, which 
prove and confirm the truth .of it, 


He 
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He informs us, p. 35. that he too is a colle€tor: and luckily has got are 
old decay’d feal of a prior of Rei/ton, which contradicts a pofition bei mine, 
relating to Roifia’s crofs, his figures upon it, are too imperfect for me to 
enter on a difpute about them: Shs criticifm on locufts is taken from Ham- 
mond. but this I fay, that no. perfon that has any notion of drawing, can 
think the crofs in the middle, is the figure of lady Roi/a’s crofs, i can 
allow it’ to be an archiepifcopal ftaff: but it is nothing like the upright 
ftoné of the crofles, fet up by highways’; which were of an obelifcal form 
fix’d at bottom, into a great ftone, which’ {tone or foot-ftool {till remains 
at Roiftow, this foot-ftool was fet upon fteps. on the top was a round or 
multangular capital, carv’d either with a crucifix, the Virgin Mary or 
other faints, we are not to doubt, that this crofs of lady Roifia s was a 
coftly orie, befuiting her quality and fortune; and that help’d to add that 
celebrity to the place, which denominated the town. in the old kalendar a- 
bove mentioned, found at Finfbade ; acrofs is depicted by S.Guthlac, fet 
upon fteps. and-in Guillim’s heraldry, p. 227. a crofs is depicted, fet on 
three fteps, the arms of the Fones’s of Denby + which gives us a much bet- 
ter notisit of thée'old crofles, then’ his {eal : and a trne notion withal, which 
his feal doés not. and this is all that is worth remarking about his feal. 

my 

P, 37. our author next cuts fome very large flices out of book, no lefs 
than four intire quarto pages, and razouw’s them, for his tehcers entertain- 
ment; “begins with calling it, a furprizing long bead roll of romance. the 
whole is upon two figures in our chapel, that of S. Lawrence, and that of a 
king wider him. in an eafiy aid natural way, I fhew, thefe wete made by 
lady’ Roifia as a grateful commenioration of the moft fignal victory, ob- 
tained: over the ‘French kiag; guilty of the utmoft perfidy ; by our king 
Heney Li. on S. Lauvrences day, 1173. Lady Roei/ia’s favourite fon William 
dé Magnaville, Wad then a’ fignal command: under the king, as likewife a 
ndther relation ‘of hers; Hugh: de Beauchamp. 


But commendations'of Henry II. do not fuit our anthor’s tafte, and thar 
of his coadjutors ; nor tales of French perfidy. he makes my Freach king 
to’ bethis: Galyen ot Decjan, ashe afieXtedly fpells them ; and proves it from 
the wnerting; golden léeend 5 for it muft! be any perfon, rather than what 
Tfay. and farther; the epitcopal figure ftanding by, he makesto be pope 
Sixtus, who fuffer’d with St. Laurence. nor is it enough, that he fhould 
be plac’d here once, but the three little figures underneath, he makes to 
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S. Felicifimus, S, Azapitus, andoS; Sixtus-again. and ails with me, 
becaufe J -did not tell: the: world: who: they were. 


Thus he wantonly methane out at random his wild and. licentious con- 
jeCtures to be beliew’d merely on this ép/e dixit, without any color of proof 
or probability: and {neers me, p. 43. about my good friend Benedikt ab- 
bas, as he calls him.),/Phe truth as; this, |in my 42. p. Imention’d this de- 
faced figure feeming to have beena crucifix, under i it, a. female figure per- 
fect. i fugeefted, it might be, the reprefentation A lady Roifia herfelf, 
and the crofs fhe ereCted above ground. as I deliver’d the thing in modeg 
terms, it fhew’d how unwilling Iwas, to impofe upon the ‘oodual but 
what I faid, intimated fufficiently, the three figures underneath may well 
be underftood, to reprefent a multitude of paflengers, perhaps, going on 
the road by the crofs. I did not like him, at random, give their names. 
and when I came to correé&t my drawing, to beprecife, 1 found there were 
four figures, and an imperfeét one nriderngathh So that Mr. P may 
add net another pope Sixtus, if he pleafes. that other figure ftanding by, 
with a miter on, is likewife imperfect. therefore I fooke: not about it, as 
it might be meee tints: in the fame circumftance of a fpeCtator. But Mr. 
P boldly makesa pope of him, and affigns names tor the little figures 
too, meerly out of his own good will and sleafares whilft the female figure 
the moft perfeé& in the whole, whom I make to be good lady Roz/a her- 
felf, he out of a mortal averfion to her, will not once look that way. 


But our author finds fault with my drawing of this mitred figure, tho’ 
at the fame time, he has not mended it, and will needs have it a triple 
crown, a pope. yet after I had more attentively confider’d this figure, I 
cannot difcern the tiara. it is as I {aid before, imperfect, and therefore 
not worth the difputing about. but ftill I think, he fays enough himfelf, 
to over throw his own arbitrary conjecture ; both as he makes here two 
figures of pope Sixtus, which is abfurd in one group ; and again by his 
own obfervation at the bottom of p. 41. which he levels as ufual, againft 
me : he there fays, Urban V. 1362. was the firft pope that took up the tiara, 
(an elegant expreffion) whence he infers the image was carv’d fince that 
time: neverthelefs he makes pope Sixtus to wear it, in the time of the 
emperor Gallienus, about 4. D. 260. what a farrago a furprizing long bead- 
voll of contradi€tion is here ! 
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I defire the reader but to look upon this group of figures, in my IL. 
plate, or that of 4is copy’d from me, and fee how wild an imagina- 
tion this mutt be, that fancys it the martyrdom of S. Laurence, trampling 
upon the emperor Gallienus. he is really holding the inftrument of his 
paffion, as in a triumphant, nota fuffering tate ; whilft his friend pope 
Sixtus is trampling on his dearly beloved felf, his own effigies, onc of the 
three little ones ; the other two according to Mr, P being S. Aga- 
pitus and S. Feliciffimus, but who the fine lady is that ftands between them, 
a moft perfect figure, he fays not a word of, at this time, and then what 
has the crucifix to do here, in company of a Roman emperor, a perfecutor ? 
all thefe wretched inconfiftances, without any fhadow or fimilitude of pro- 
bility, is ai indignity offer’d to every reader, as well as myfelt. 


quo teneam vultus mutautem protea nodo ! 


Again how ridiculous is it to make this figure of a king to be the em- 
peror Decyan or Galyen (to fpell it in his mannar) this crown is as 
plain as any thing poffible, the crown worn at that time by the Englih 
and French monarchs; not the radiated one, worn by the Roman em- 
perors, and which was then well known to the fculptors. again, this king 
is evidently in the a€tion of one frighted, flying ; not of one perfecuting 
and killing of chriftian martyrs. but we muff follow our author to another 
part of his work, before we have done with this argument. 


P, 47. he is fo delighted with long, and frefh accounts out of the golden 
legend, which will make any body laugh to read them: that he refumes 
this debate again, and now this figure of the Preach king is b 
emperor Decian, which before was the emperor Gallien. this is another 
of his arts of interpretation, which we may call oeirocritics. at the bot- 
tom of the page, is a learned note, informing us, that on the tower of 
S. Laurence in Norwich, is to be feen the figure of S, Laurence and that 
of the emperor Deciaa, in a falling pofture as here. he believes that | 
will not venture to fay, that lady Roz/acarv’d this, or that this bears any 
relation to the French king. which tower was built about 1470. 


This is another infult onthe publick, as well as on me, I have there- 
fore given a print of this carving, to {hew: how unhandfomely he treats us. 
cis a reprefentation of the martyrdom of S. Laurence, wich the excuti 


about him. above is the emperor Gal/ieuus or Decian, which Mr. P 


xcutioners 
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pieafes. fo far is he from falling down, as Mr. P——— would have it, that 
he ftands above the martyr, as it were infulcing him. this is a picture of 
the faint, in the a& of his martyrdom: that in our chapel, in a triumphant 
ftate ; and quite fo very diffimilar in every thing : that the reader will be 
apt to blufh, for one that can affert fo manifeft a falfity, as that they are 
alike, obferve further inthis print, the emperor rightly wears a radiat- 
ed crown. therefore our author deferves a cardinals cap at leaft, who puts 
a French crown, on a Roman emperor’s head. he quotes at the bottom of 


‘ 
| 


p. 42. afpecial authority, the golden legend, that Galyew had two names, 
Galyen and Decian. and fo the golden legend is remarkable for contract- 
ing two perfons, into one, as Mr. P—— in multiplying them, one into 
two. for he makes Hugh de Nunant to be both Becket’s crofs bearer and 
Fobn the Baptift. Henry IL. in armour, he makes to be both Becker's af- 
faffin and king Herod, this figure he makes to be both Decian and Gal- 
lienus. after, he turns lady Roi/a into one Concordia a nurfe, and into one 
Ziryphonye an emprefs, he makes two pope déxtus’s, and if need be, he can 
as eafily unmake them all again. 
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the chriftians ; therefore what title had he to a crofs upon his garment, 
not being either a faint or a chriftian ? now I do aver, that S. Pau/ is pot 
a figure ftanding upright, but well enough reprefe: its a man fallen on the 
eround, his {word and fail and hor ay lying by him. what can be a ju- 
fter reprefentation ? in his |pecial dedication, he finds fault with the rnde- 
nefs of the work of our imagery ; that it is not like Phidias and Praxi- 
eles, Angelo, and Bandinello, a pomp of words without any meaning, and 
now he aoe to difcern, that S. Pau/ is in compleat armour, and his 
horfe without on furniture. Lown I cold not fee clearly enough, to 
know whether he is, or is not in compleat armour, nor whether his horfe 
be, or be not in ipa : he feems to be ina fhort riding habit, as he 
ought to be, not in long, facred veftments of an apoftle, before he was an 
apoftle: or in a Roman drefs, when he was a jew. nor am Ifo eafily 
perfuaded, an the authority of the golden legend, nae Pa is S. Hip- 
lyte. I mth a 1 declare, forthe converfion of S. Paul ; which was a real hi- 
ee and the defigning of it upon the wall here, is pb ho, eafy and 
obvious. and his miferable joke upon me, p. 49. for not knowing an apo- 
{tle from a jockey or horfe-leach 


tradam prote “vis in mare Creticum portare ventis, Hor. 


Then at laft, as with a very ill will, he vouchfafes to run back to that 
figure which I called lady Roifja, he had told us in >. 31, that it was 
) A Se’ ei P. 43 
re t { \. 1 Bee e 
years compleat, fince the death”of her firft husband : meat fe ’tisa very 


rude joke upou her, to fay the is a Crambe and more than bis repetita, he 


he 


means colta. had fhe been a popi/h faint antient or modern, he would have 
faid, bec placuit femel; bec decies repetita placebit. Hor. 


J 


however cafting about in his head, how to get rid of this lady, and con- 

fulting the golde en legend, ne finds fhe is one named Concordia, who was 

Ypolytes nurfe. “ fhe was nouryce of Ypolyte, and aid, we had lever deye 

* with our lord chaftely, than lyve ate ully. and than decyan beynge 

¢ ee commanded that fhe fholde be beten with plommets of lead, 
“unto the tyme, that fhe gave over her {pyryte. 


For ought I know, this is a fage lecture, how to overcome a woman’s 
fpyryte. But this litele I quoted out of the golden legend, that the reader 
may be acquainted with the fpirit of it, after he has fufer ‘4 as much as S. 
Concordia 


( 61) 


Concordia from the plommets of lead, and after this, p. 50. Mr. P—— 
who may have undergone the fame difcipline, according to his wonted 
skill in interpretation, pe out from the fame golden legend, that this 
figure is, “‘ Ti yphonye the emperor Decian’s wife: who became chryften 
«* with her daughter, ve when fhe wolde not do facrifyce, dyde do cutte 
* her throat, aud, dy’d do byhede the other eee and the bodys 
were borne with the other; into the felde verane, and there buried. 

Well might Vives fay, the legend was written by aman of a brazeu- 
forehead, and a leaden wit. enough of this in bas ol’s excellent book, the 


nullity of the Roman faith. 


w 


And now illuminated by the golden legend, he makes a new difcovery, 
in the fame p. 50. “ that the figures in battle array, which the doctor 
© would have us believe to be; the two armys of the kings ef Fraace.and 

© of England, may perhaps reprefent thefe knights thus martyred.” He 
goes face to Me firft ftory we begin withal, to drag in two w hole armys, 
which till now, he had forgotten. what a hotch potch of company has he 
made, aud how beautifully set he marfhalled them. Fohn Baptiff, Tho- 
mas a Becket, king Herod, pope Sixtus, Hypolytes nurfe, the emperor 

d above two whole armys of martyrs: to 


Caren fy Hypolytes hore, -: an 
which number, add my felf and tlie reader fellow fufferers. nor can we 


yet fing the #uac dimittis, this might well breed a mortal quarrel be- 
tween us, that I negleét his friend S. Becks when thus attended by two 
armys of faints ! 


But all this while, we have not accounted for Hypolytes horfe: fo he 
tells us a ftory of “a vill near Hitchin, called Fipolites, from him here 
© fhrined. and that people cuftomarily brought their untamed colts, and 


Aw 


¢ 


* forworn jades to it, through the length of the church, to b 
“ him, who was a good tamer of colts, and an excellent ho 
does not diftinguifh who was fhrined sliote: Hypoltte or his horfe: but fron 
the poflure of the horfe, he might as well have made Hig F vpolvte a thew 
man with a dancing ise 1 wonder too, that as he ; 
vellers here in great numbers, with their great coat ) 
did not enter into his dine to bring their pia down likewtfe, tO pay 
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militude of our faviour’s tomb, made on the north eaft fide of the chan- 
cel. but unfortunetly, this happens to be on the north wett fide. he 


L 


ts of this matter in churches, which are altogether im- 
ing neither a church, nor is the e@- 


gives us long accoun 
Sie nt to this place an d thing, be 

cavity our lord’s iepuldte having no ott of refemblance to it ; 2s may 
be feen in books of travels into the holy land, fuch as Sandys, ae it, 


&c. however, p. 59. he fully difcovers his talent as a divine, equally as 


an antiquary. 


I have fhown in my book, P- 33. what he would have call’d a demon- 
this eminent virgin and martyr was imprifoned for 


firation, we are told 
twelve days, no perfon permitted to come near her, even to bring her any 


fuftenance: but that a dove miraculoufly adm iniftred to her, and brougl t 
her all neceflarys. this 1s cut as plainly as picture cant sa eetd it it: and 


{1 WEha i ‘ AIND ne thay shar I oe 
yet our antagon it Will Nave iW any things, ratner than what i lav it 1S. tor 
be our Saviour in his fhroud dead in his fepulcher, ‘ and no 
it mutt 1S, i ee Vil 4 2410 Uiilig & wren Wee ee | sa -t Lhe hy Cc 
] + , i (y 1fA he YVe Lhnavaring a ? <i AN Cc 
“© wonder is it, fays he, to fee the dove hoveting over him, a proof of the 
“« deity. 
Sea betes eee ih bor ea Asati thy 
This is dcw nright imp« ofition upon tne faith and underitan ne Of Man- 


Tee] . * 4 ; 
{aid, it was a partriace, ora iil ig htin Pals 


kind. he might as w fell have faid, it pat g 
we not the Sew All in Englifb, we ought. to concluc de, that a dove ho- 
ver’d over out - Saviour’s fepulcher ; as at his bay tifm. rete Muthe , that 
the evangelifts had told us, it was a proof of the deity. in the mean time 

itl 2 i d ees, that 1t ought to 


be fo, and is {o, nd it. whergin 
pes is a Lg the irlt was plests 
F to def fcend 1 U po } 
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proper than t! hat of a dove, 

fimplicity, love, ¢ chaft fticy, f iC 
tion, and many more virtues “sich *ris not necefl 
intent of the holy ghoft de rep ea on oursav! 

fpiritual defignation tot the prieft hood r 
pafcria archal method. Therefore I re RR S t 
friend Cruden’s concordance, V9¢e dove, and he 
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folecifin eal ita demonftration. this figure in the hollow of the wall, may 
as well be aflerted to be S. Katherin, as if fhe had the wheel in her hand. 


P. 60. he gives us a detail quite foreign to any purpofe, about the 
fhield of the five wounds, as call’d by the Romanifts. a mere piece ot drol- 
ery, of thofe who call themfelves Romanifts and Romana catholics. and 
we are aera enough to call them fo too, inftead of papifts : which they 
know, is become july odious to the common people. but to fhew our 
folly dhakee n, examine what pretence they have, to the name of Roman, 
or of catholic. can a popifh prieit or a papift born in Eagland, and all his 
anceftors, with any propriety be called a Roman, any more than a Polan- 
der, a Rufs? and catholic, which fignifys univerfal, the leaft belongs to 
papitts, of any atti pon the earth. the moft CEE ast religion in 
the world! the old Rom ans profelyted themfelves into the religion of 
every paritid they conquer ‘el but papifts endeavour to extirpate the very 
face and appearance of all religions but their own. 


The purpofe that Mr. P has in difcourfing on this popith fhield of 
the five wounds, is abfolutely impertinent. there is no fuch thing in this 
chapel. I never {poke of them, and yet he introduces it, to forma proof 
againit me. S. Francis truly invented an order, who invented this famous 
fhield, 20 years, after Rot/a’s death ; ergo lady Roifa could not cut the 
igures of hearts and hands in her chapel, which has nothing to do with 
us popifh fhield. 


sd 


But this has been his common po eee of argumentation, throughout 
his whole book. as if the reader could be fo little abquaiared, with human 
nature, as not to know that a heart and rude were fymbolical of affection, 
ever fince human nature began, 


P. 61. he has a fling at me, becaufe I do not tell him. ve usum verbum 
auidem which for the Henetit of his Exgli/b converts, means not one fingle 
word, about a head of a figure only, in S. Katerines prifon. he fays "tis a 


woman, “i further, that ’tis Adary Magdalgne, and inftead of the golden 
legend, quotes the {cripture to i it. Ifuppofe, he fees with Roman 
Gisetictss, s, which do not fit my nofe, nor is my nofe large enough to be led 
by them, And I believe it as much to be Mary Mag rdalen, as his for- 


mer neure was Foha Baptif. 
D a 1 ie 


In 
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In his remarks, p. 62. he takes notice that the fation, as he calls it, of 
S. Chriftopber, was on the north weft end of churches, and he has the 
modefty to tell us, that he is thus plac’d in our oratory. juft as he mif- 
took about the pofition of his pretended fepulcher of Chrift: fo now he 
miftakes about this faint. for he is really upon the north eaft fide of lady 
Roifia’s chapel. that S. Chriftopher which I mention’d in Wefminfter abby, 
is on the moft foutherly wall in the abby. tis defac’d, finceI wrote, to 


make way for a tomb. 


At the bottom of p, 63. he adds a learned note from his fellow labourer 
Blomefeld, telling us, S, Chriffopher is plac’d over the north door, becaufe 
children to be baptiz’d, were ufually bronght in at it; in allufion to 
the water in baptifm, ’tis falfe, that children to be baptiz’d were ufually 
brought in hy that door, and nothing at all to the purpofe, was it true. 


In that 63. p. we have a huge quotation hawld out of the golden le- 
gend, about S. Chri/topher being a hermit, merely for the fake of that anti- 
quated language. it the reader is fleepy in perufing this tedious difpute, 
he will do well to look it over. but our author would not fay a word of S, 
Chriftopher’s vertue in preventing tempetts, becaufe I had faid it before ; 
and therefore he holds it for apocryphal. but this is the real occafion of 
putting up S. Chriftopher’s pi&ture in churches : and this is the real occafion 
of lady ROTTS IA cutting it here. and this ficure together with the 
affigned date, 1185, foconcurrent with thofe great calamitys mention’d in 
my book, areas a fure chronological charaéter, and what Mr. P==as 
would have exulted in, asa mathematical demonftration. 


Sir -Phomas Brown, vitlg. err. p. 211. writes, It was the cuftom to 
place his image at the entrance of churches, towns and public ways, ’tis 
at the entrance of notre dame de paris, andat our entrance, here. and this 

he original and only entrance of the places 


is a proof, that the well was t 
according to out firft opinion, notwithftanding Mt. P—— has omitted it, 


in copying my frontifpiece plate. 
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The foun idatiow of our guarrel Henry Il. “His cha aratter. His original 
amage here, The abfurdity of Mr. P s gilds wane? The hiftory of 
the Did dr effes, debated, and illuftrated, from monuments. Mr. P- S 
ext phd stigd argument fetch’d from his own church, True arguments 
fetch’ad From Gretford church. “Burton coggles, &c. AMdr.P———s con- 
“Ahidling battery difmounted, 


~ 


f 11S fit we fhould begin a new chapter, +“,-when we 4re atrived at the 

4 head-and foundation of all this qua rrel. hitherto I have been en- 
deavénring to vindicate an innocent and ibis lady, traduc’d, and even 
atinintlated, as if fhe never had been. but now 1 may fay, 


major verum mibi nafcitur ordo. 
i Niro enfe tia ] {to 4 Co { at f 9 oreatT 4 1d { ioh mea la’ } 
4 21 CO ent ef tne its in combat, tor 4 great. an imignty inonarch, the 


Ve taft ip | Vat ryzar {af ; L ] ratilh oO C = Cyt hi 7 
greatelt, dead, that ever fat on the Briti/b throne. to execute this with 
c ignicyy E muft’ needs own my infufficiency : *tis a task fit for the pen 


of Mr Lyttietoa,: who will do it juftice.. but in the mean time, according 
to my mean ig I muft call my antagonift to an account. 


P. 66) Mr: P-——.-declaims againft me, for faying, “ Big IT. is here 


‘i faying any thing that is refaeeetns of him. the hiftorians 
vi confulted, fet forth that king in a different light? 1, €. as 
sith 1, fome a devil ; according as 


3 
> court of Englana, ot ot Rome. Some fay, continues 
the nae that ee life of this king, as we now have it in Speed’s chro- 
nicle; was compos’d by Dr. Barcham, archbifhop Bamcrofi’s chaplain ; 
sae 


on en fome make him a god 
+); J 
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and chiefly 1 in confutation of one Bolton a papift, whd:had newly enlare’d 
too far, in the juftification of Becker’s infolent carriage to his prince. 


Tis this, that has fprung the mine againft poor lady Rosfa. and we 
may ever obferve our {ciolifts in antiquity are like enemys to that great 
queen Elizabeth, becaufe fhe beheaded Mary queen of Scots ; and for o- 
ther good reafons, in their account. fuch love to pick out dittle errors in 
Camden, that they may build a low charaéter on his high fame. . There- 
fore I who have fpoke civilly of this king ; have plac’d his image in 
this chapel ; have deny’d Becker’s image a place here ; inftead of aide 
ie s horfe, Ypolyte’s nurfe, and many more faults of that clafs : ] who 

have ftuff’d the walls, with king Henry, no lefs than twice, and his queen 
Elenor, and many other brave men and women ; not named in popifh 
kalendars: I of confequence muft needs be an heretical delinquent. [ 
who have dar’d to fill up my book out of Benedi& Advas, “ a book, full, 
“ fays the bifhop, of notable and politic remarks,” inftead of the golden 
legend: ought to be an/werd and remark d ov, in the fevereft manner. 


ni Na 


- 


x dai abhor 


It feems, the hiftorians which our author has -confulted, fet: this grea by 
king in a different light, towhat I do, and I do not doubt it,as not havin 
ian fe to the vatican for a true charaéter of him. 


Jupis €3 agnis quanta fortito obtigit, 
tecum mihi difcordia eft. 


I have given a good reafon, for our lady cutting it, here, both becanfe 
of the perfonal qualitys of the king: as that he was a fpecial benefactor to 
her houfe, Mr. P not like a.good:chriftian, gives the worft.part of 
his character, and offers that for a reafon, why it fhould not be him, 


Let us fee what: fuch authors. as 1 confult, fay. Rapiaa Frenchman, 
calls him, “ one-of the moft illuftrious princes of his time, both for ereat- 
“ nefs of genius, and extent of dominion, He.was valiant, prudent,» ce- 
(«© nerous, politick, ftudious, learned, and of an exalted genius. \thirs wtitts 
“* Milles: bountiful and liberal he was to,all men, rewarding his folaiers, 
“ oftentime, over and above their wages. -his, pitif 
“‘ may not be forgotten ; for his charity alfo mac 
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| and JZaya, ten thoufand perfons did he daily feed with fafficient fufte- 
al * nance. and this charity continued; froth the beginning of april, ’till new 
“corn was brought to the barn, whatfoever provifion was made for his 

** own houfhold, he employ’d it to relieve religions houfes, and ‘poor 
“ people ; oftentimes fafting himfelf, that they might be fed, 


A | ** Ot his fubje&s, continues ‘he, very feldom took he any great tri- 
a * butes, he was expert in arms and very fortunate. he would commend 
“his captains and men of war, when they were dead ; pitying their tofs, 
“more than his love appeat’d to them, while they lived. he was wife 
“and indifferently learned. for due adminiffration of juftice in his king- 
An dom, his care was very great: and in appointing magiftracy. 


“He was the greateft king this nation ever knew, fays Sir Winftan 
“ Churchill, divi p, 212. this mighty king of Exgland, the greateft of all 


the chriftian world, in his time, or that the kingdom ever faw. fays the 
** indicious Dazxiel, 


“ With his high fame in fight, what cold breft was not firr'd — through 
“all the weftern world, for wifdom moft admir’d, Drayton’s polyolb, p. 260, 


““ Matt. Paris calls him magnificent ; again, principem manfietiffimune, 
“in 1175. he calls him, aaglorum rex maximus, in 1186. indulgentia pii 
“* regis, in 1163, Beneditt abbas calls him, rex chriftianiffsmus, in 1163, 


Lhus Giraidus Cambrenfis who was his fecretary. hibernia expe. 
“* p. 782. ** heawas a prince very eloquent, learned, affable, eafy, plea- 
“fant, polite, of great piety, trying all things before arms, but valiant 
“and intrepid. he was very humane and merciful’; fevere to the obftinate, 
“clement to the conquered ; liberal in publick, parfimonious in private, 
“as to the accufation of unlawful amours, he fays, it was not, till after 
“his wife had offended, in inftigating his children againft him. He was 
“a man of forefight, an obferver of peace, incomparably charitable, 
“the chief fupport of the holy land, he lov’d humanity, fpurnd at pride. 


“ prudent, perfectly well vers’d in all hiftory, and excellently well furs 
~. nifh’d with all gifts of nature. 


Thefe 
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Thefe are the authors that I contult, and I need not wonder at being 
traduc’d, when fo great a monarch muft be abug’d. Becket has forgiven 
him, tho’ thefe people have not. he went one pilgrimage on foot, and 
barefoot, to his tomb, he accompany’d Philip earl of Flanders, on the fame 
1177. the fame year he refounded Waltham abby to his honour. 
in 1178. Benedidf fays, “ the king came from Normandy on the ides of 
“july, and immediately, as his cuftom was, went Co vifit Becket’s tomb, 
in 1179. he accompanyed the French king to Becket’s tomb, he accom- 
panyed Theobald, uncle to the French king on the fame account, as like- 
wife the archbifhop of Colo/gz. he was the caufe of many churches being 
dedicated to him. Benedié abbot, for inftance, his chaplain, and Richard 


de Lucy, his chief juftice built fuch. 


account, 


His picty-was fhewn, in that, Laurence abbot of Weftminfter com- 
pos’d a book of the life ot Edward the confeffor, at the inftance of our 


king. Matt. Paris lives of the abb. S, alb. p. 82. after he and his queen 
were. crown’d at Worce/ter, they both laid their crowns on the altar, 
never to wear them again. Matt. 


vowing, out of a fpiritual humility, 
Paris fays, the king only eat bread and water for three days. in 1182. 
he gave to the relief of the holy land, 42,000 marks of filver, and s00 


of gold: Matt, Paris. when he was dying, he was carryed to the church, 
to the altar, to receive the holy communion, comiminionen corporis €3 [an- 
guimis Domini. as Hoveden words it. they did not then, as the papifts 
now, give the facrament by halves. here Jet us reflect on this great mon- 
arch. after all his power and glory ; the fonl of man in its fober mo- 
ments, like Noah’s dove, can Gad no reft for the fole of her feet, but on 


the ark of religion. 


As to his empire, he extended it much farther, than any of his prede- 
ceffors, and bating what we poffefs in the We/f Indies, it was. rauch greater 
than at prefent. he fubdu’d Wales. the king of Scotland held his crown, 
(@ him. he and his nobles fwore fealty to him. he conquer’d Ireland, 
he was duke of Normandy in right of his mother the emprefs. hewas duke 
of Guien, Aquitain, Sainiouge, in right of his queen : he was earl of 4a- 
and Main in right of his father. he was likewife earl of Britany, of 
Nants, Tholoufe, Poitton, Limofin,. Gafcotgy, 
thence as far as the Pyrenean mountains. he had the kingdom of Fertifa- 
lem offer’d him, te which he had fome natural ticle ; ecaufe his father 
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Geffery Plantaginet was heir to Fulk IV. king of Feru/alem. in 1181. 
young king Philip of France committed the regency of the kingdom to 
him: Afatt. Paris. he marriéd one daughter to the king of Sicily, another 
to the duke of Saxony, from whom our prefent monarch is defcended. as to 
the military capacity of Hesry II, it would be an affront to the reader to 


enlarge upon it. *tis a noble foundation for a hiftory. 


In the year 1177. he was made arbitrator between the King of Wa- 
varre and Caftile. hec ideo dicimus, fays Matt. Paris, wt notum Jit omni- 
bus, quante vex fapicntie fuerit guanteque, magnificentie, ad cujus au- 


dientiam totius Sere orbis concilia, & dubia principum difcutienda, judicie 
pervenerunt, 


Thefe are the authors which I confult, which Mr. P calls wonki/p 
annals. and thus much was neceflary for me to fay, to vindicate from 
calumny fo great a king, in whom our antient royal, Saxonz blood revived. 


After we have been treating of kings and princes, it grieves me, that 
I mutt again defile my hands, with anfwering fcandal. p. 66. our anta- 
gonift gives his reafons, why the figures which I call Henry II. cannot be 
him, viz. becanfe it feems to reprefent either king Edward II. or rather 
king Henry V.he always takes care to double them. and for fear his own 
eyes fhonld fail him, he takes a hint from what I obferv’d, of a collar 
being upon the king’s breaft: which he doubts not to be that of the 
George. now our noviciate, knows not that the collar or torques was the 
Proper ornament of the nobility, as well as of kings: from the Saxon 


times. Ingulfus, p. 76. opt. edit, teprefents earl Waltheof torque aurea 
circa collum infignitus. in Rapin’s prints of the kings of England, engrav’d 
by my friend Vertue, William Rufus is reprefented, with fucha col 
our Hezry I. in the fubterraneous chapel. 
ing above 100 prints of the monarchs and nobles, male and female, from 
William the conqueror to king Fames I. ingraved by Elftrake, Simon 
Pas, &c. here William Rufus is reprefented with the fame collar on: as 

likewife our Heary U1. and Edward I. and Edward Il. thefe are all done” 
from antient pictures, the beft lights they could have : and for habit, we 

have reafon to think, more to be depended on, than the face. but this 


will teach us, to fet a value on this figure in the chapel. both that and 
the queen feem to have had more accuracy beftow’d on them. tl 


lar, as 
I have a folio bound, contain- 


ey may 


be 


Cys 


be accounted originals, done by one perfectly acquainted with the Per- 
fons: tho’ not perform’d with that delicacy of Vineelé ot Bandinelli, Phis 
dias ox Praxiteles, names with which Mr, P fards his dedication. 


In that ae. of Bodenbam’s aforemention’d, being the arms, and 
account of all the nobility of cae gat as created, from the conqueror to 
king Fames Ii are the pictures of the kings. Hin II. has a knot of 
jewels hanging down ihe his breatt. Ri chara L. a collar on, compos a 
of jewels. Ry need feek no further. this is sadiet to difannul our author’s 
weak furmifes. 


In 70, 71. 72+ pages, continues he to teaze us, with matters wholly 
impertinent, of yi men being benefactors to his ancied hermit’s cha- 
pel here. nay he 1s not content to make halt a « 1 altars at the place, 
but he muft needs croud it further, with a chantry at the lower or little 


altar, as he calls it, and that one. or two chantry priefts officiated at it. 


w—— Pergis pugnantia fecum 


Bi: ontibus adver/is componere rere again p- 75° 


Before, he had told us, that two or three hermits likewife officiated 
to the devotions of the numerous travellers frequenting the feveral altars 
here. tis well he forgets to introduce their horfes ee) to hypolites altar. 


any one that ever was in this place, would v vonder, how this croud could 


1. 


turn themfelves round here, how they could Bee ih and out, and would 


fear, that any ones head was turn’d, that had fuch a viftonary imagina- 
tion. p. 75. he adds further, that it is very probable, that forme chantry, 
fraternity or guild was held here, at this fame little altar, and that the 
to lady Roifa’s family, reprefent fome particular 

le for their benefac- 


figures, which I affign 
members of the fame chantry, who were remarkable 
tions, €8¢. to ‘it. 
Thefe guilds ot fraternitys confifted fometimes of hundreds of people, 
always of numbers, and al ybliced to appear together, on their 
particular days, at celebration of Peivits fervice. I apprehend thefe fra- 
ternitys of Me, P were never. given to featting, as all other guilds 
were, but being mere /arve a, they might ftand together in out 
oratory; like fairy elves in a circle, and take up no room. thofe that are 
not-fatisty’d with this folution may be refer’d to Gay’s hofpital. the mis- 
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fortune is, our author crouds all his knowledge, emptys his whole com- 
Py 1 
mon place book, in one pamphiet, 


Jt. delights me, that I have only one obje&tion more to anfwer, and 
that is, p. 74. this the fudtus decumanus, 1 wilh it were to wafhoff all the 
filth. he will maintain, from the drefs, efpecially from the men’s and wo- 
men’s caps, that this work is 200 years later in time, than 1 affign it. he 
quotes a home-argument to prove it, in his own church, from carved 
heads in ftone. 


Not to infift on his error of affirming in the fame paragraph, that they 
are modera, and proving it from aztéent figures in glafs-windows, and in 
ftonework: in anfwer to this capital proof, I firit obferve, his reafon- 
ing here, is but of the fame tenor, as that which runs through the whole 
work : ’tis form’d only from a partial confideration, as well as from a 
high prejudice. he does not weigh the whole of things. can any one fup- 
pofe it reafonable from fo unaccurate fculptures as ours and that he 
brings, to argue fo peremptorily : or why may not the fame fafhion con- 
tinue or prevail again, in 200 years time ? but I fhall go much deeper to 
examine this point, than the furface. 


The hiftory of the habits and fafhions of the times, from the Saxo, 
down to the prefent, often has been an object of my inquiry. I apply’d it 
long fince, to my own genealogy, for every 30 years, by the great helps I 
had for nine years together, from the members of the antiquarian fociety, 
when I was their fecretary : many of whom belong’d to the heralds office, 


Mr. P s argument for the men’s caps, isin p. 73. taken from that 
imperfect figure imark’d 2. 1n my plates, which I affert to have a helmet 
on, and that it fhould mean William de Magnavile, father of lady Ro- 
ifia’s firtt hnsband. Mr, P.—— out of contradiction, will not fuffer ‘this 
to be an helmet, no more than he will fuffer the perfon ; but it appears 
to him rather to be a round bonnet, or cap, {uch as was worn by perfons 
about the reign of king Heary V. and VI. when I again view’d this figure 
attentively, L could not alter my firft fentiments about it, and muft ftill 
declare, that it appears to me, to bea helmet. and there can no reafon 
be given, on any probable account but this, why this figure only has. fuch 
a fquare helmet on, if ic were a cap, why fhould not all the reft of the 
figures 


(73) 


figures, have the like, being feven men in number, more. befide, if it 
were a round cap, it would not in the leaft prove it, to be of the reign 
of Henry V. and VI. becaufe fuch caps were worn more or lefs, trom the 
conqueft to queen Elizabeth's time. 


As to the female head drefs, which he affigns to the year 1400 “tis 
equally inconclufive. the cap of the woman here reprefented, is the real 
drefs of the women I write of. and that is fufficient for my purpofe. it 
was worn long before, and was worn long after. ’tis certain the women in 
lady Roifia’s time, wore this fhort head-drefs in neat folds, like a vail, 
{carce reaching down to their fhoulders, the plaits appearing hand fomely 
underneath, on each fide of their neck ; which is meant by the turn at 
the bottem, in our carvings. at top, they had that {quare appearance, as 
we obfetve. to be fully fatisfy’d in this point, let the reader confult the 
figures in Montfaucon’s monumens above quoted, of the time we are writ- 
ing of, and he will have pleafure and conviction, nay he may fee the fi- 
gures of fome of the very perfons we are fpeaking of: fuch as the whole 
effigies of our Henry IT. as now upon his tomb at Fostcverard, in Anjou; 
that of his fon Richard I. in the fame place, he will fee the intire figure 
of our queen Elenor, Henry’s wife, her vail {quare at the top, and falling 
down above her fhoulders in handfome plaits. fhe has likewife a cloth un- 
der her chin, which was fometimes ufed by the ladys of that age, fome- 
times not. but what is remarkable, there is exaCtly the fame form of drefs 
at the bottom of her neck on the monumental effigies, as on the figure of 
lady R OISIA’s cutting ; of queen Eleanor. which according to Mr. 
p——s way of {peaking is a demonftration, that ’tis really queen Eleanor. 
he will likewife fee the figure of Berengaria queen to Richara I. from her 
monument there. her vail as before, no chincloth, he will fee the figure of 
Elizabeth de Ja March, queen to king Fobs, buryed there, the vail as 


before. 


This was the drefs from the conqueft. for we find the fame wore by 
Maud queen to William the conqueror, in that moft antient picture, on 
awall of the monaftery at Czez. 


Further, the ladys affeCtedly made it appear fquare at top, fome- 
time by putting a circlet on the ontfide, above their forehead, as appears 
in figure 2. of table xxviii, Aontfaucom, a daughter of S, Lewis, who was 
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the fon of that Philip, who gave {fo much trouble to our Henry I, and J 
fhall hereafter quote inftances to be {een at home. there are pictures 
too of the lords of the court of France, about that time, in Montfaucon 
which in their whole habit, are exaGtly like the men in our chapel. 


There are other women whofe vails are kept out fquare at top, by cir- 
clets put underneath the head-drefs. thefe circlets, both thof put on the 
outfide and thofe on the infide, were adorn’d with flowers or jewels, the 
fame fafhion both for men and women lafted both in France and England, 
to the time of Philip the bald, 100 years after lady Roifa’s time. for the 
Intire figure of a woman, fee that of Blanch de Caftile queen to Lewis VIII, 
Tome Ml. table XVII, figure 2. the lived 1220. the has th 
vail on her head, without a crown, or circlet. her 
royal, is exaétly the fame, as lady Roiffa 
figure, n°. 3. in the fame plate. 


efame {quare 
gown, bating the mantle 
*s females. there is another like 


Thefe are evidences beyond all exception, 


not imperfe&, not dubious ; 
as thofe muft needs be, that he quotes from his own church, and at laft, al- 


together inconclufive. for in the firft place, his argument is falfe, or at beit 
very precarious, which he draws from the ftone heads in his church, being 
the fame perfons, as thofe named in the painted glafs, 


In the year 1745. having a journey which led me within 2 mile of Ox- 
burgh, \vifited the church there. As foon as I enter’d the church yard, I 
difcern’d, that the church, like moft others, had been rebuilt. and parti- 
cularly,that the weft end only both onthe north and fouth fide the fteeple, 
is of the old foundation. in the arch of the fouth weft window is a head 
female with the drefs we are difputing on, and of Henry Il, time. Iam 
pofitive, that the windows there, and on the other fide the fteeple are of 
that time. the remainder of the church and chancel has been rebuilt. all 
or moft of the upper windows of the nave of the church, were glaz’d by 
Sir Robert Weyland : and had either his name or arms on them, an 
haps he rebuilt the church, perhaps not : only glaz’d the windows, but the 
argument produc’d by Mr. P from it, is of avery extraordinary kind. 
thus it is, ‘‘ in a window, fays he, over the 4th arch of the church, on the 
“north fide, is orate pro aia Dni Robti de Weyland, € Cecilie ux. gus, nan 
“* oppofite window is his fhield, a. on a crofs, g. five efcalops, o. and on 
“ the ftones that fupport the arches of the faid window, on the out fide, are 


‘* two 


d per- 
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“ two heads carv’d, Sir Robert who dy’d 1385. and his lady. he with a 
“ bonet or cap ; fhe in a head-drefs, like thofe at Roifon, 


« Further, in the chancel, which was built about 1440. is the head of 


<a woman carv’d in ftone; with the fame drefs, and ferves as a pedettal 
* to {upport one of the great beams or principals of the roof. 


The intended argument here, is of an enormous length, what the lo- 
gicians call a Sorites. obferve, it begins at a window on the north fide of 
the church, it ftretches quite a crofs the church, to the fouth fide thereof. 
all this within the church, and in glafs work : then it goes quite from the 
infide of the church to the ontfide, and there makes its conclufion, in 
ftonework. fo that it errs againft all logical rules whatever, *tis not juft 
either in matter or mood. the premifles and conclufion are diffimilar. ine 
deed this pretended argument is no better than one of thofe cobwebs 
which in autumn, o’re fpread all the ground. naturalifts fay, the f{piders 
that make them, have the faculty of {hooting them to confiderable di- 
ftance, taking advantage of the wind: fo that they fhall ftretch acrofs 
rivers, or from one tree to another, or from one fide of a church to 


another. 


Jutt fo is Mr. P——s’s argument here produc’d from his own church, 
and juft as ftrong. if the name of Sir Robert and his wife are in the glafs 
of the infide of the north window: then two images in ftone on the outfide 
of the fouth window, are the figutes of Sir Robert and his wife. 


But to be ferious, the matter is really thus. Sir Robert made moft of 
the glafs of the upper windows of this church, as appears by their fimi- 
larity : his name is on fome: his coat of arms on others, and oftner 
than once, on feverat of them is Jhu meaning Fefus. and the great 
Saxon 9 meaning Maria. now very often in old times, when churches 
were to’be rebuilt, they took the old painted glafs of the windows and 
fitted it up for the new work : and likewife the old flones as far as they 
they would- go: but efpecially the carved ftones. very often the painted 
pla is of the fecond or third edition (if we fo fpeak) fince the ftone- 
work was made. tho’ Sir Robert made the glafs, perhaps he did not 
make the {tone-work : and though he made fome of the glafs, he did not 
make all, Onur churches are very feldom built the whole at one time ; 
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orrebuilt, altogether. they were built and rebuilt by feveral perfons, at 
diferent times. and different perfons commonly undertook to perform 
different parts of them, both glafs-work and ftonc-work. as may be feen 
in the hiftory of the lait foundation of Croylaad church. Blefenfis, p. 118. 
f that there is no poffibility of deducing a conclufive argument, of the 
nature that Mr. P aims at, we can make no inference from glafs 
work to ftone-work, in whole or in part: and e contra. and in the cafe 
alledged none can be more unluckily projefted. 


L obferved on the fouth fide of the church without, four windows out 
of five have this {quare female head-drefs : fome with men correfponding, 
fome without. but all vaftly unlike, now there’s no reafon why Mr, P 
fhould pitch upon the 4th window for Sit Robert and his lady’s images 
more than the 2d or sth. or the fame reafon would fix other two images to 
be our Saviour and the virgin Mary. they are all either old heads taken 
from the more antient church, for fake of the carving, or they are merely 
fanciful and grotefque, and indeed very poorly perform’d, there are the 
like correfponding on the north, and outfide of thefe windows, men, 
women, and grotefque. fome men’s heads have a kind of night cap 
on or a coif: which indicates the time of the conqueft, as may be 
feen abundantly in Montfaucon’s tapeftry, abovemention’d. fome wo- 
men have this {quare head-drefs, fome not. all very illdone. Mr. P—— 
has not made a compliment to Sir Robert and his lady by making any of 
thefe heads defign’d for them :and in pitching upon thefe only of the 4th 
window of the fouth fide, not the leaft reafon. 


The like muft be faid of that which he mentions to be in his quire, fup= 
porting one of the principals of the roof. ’tis one wretchedly carv’d fe- 
male head, among a number of heads that fupport the reft of the princi- 
pals, which are notorioufly grotefque, the mere fancy of the carver. it 
cannot be infer’d to be the habit of the times (exclufive of other times) 
any more than the ridiculous grotefque figures, in the quire. the like in 
the church. for all the principals of the roof are {upported by grotefque, 
rather diabolical figures, mere hobgoblins. and Mr. P—— might as 
well have found Sir Robert and his lady among them, as go to the out- 
fide of the church for them. of all the weak arguments in his book (and 
they are all fo) this feems, as the laft, the weakeft, and the merryeft. 


T have 
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Ihave had a good deal of acquaintance, both with painted elafs, and 
thefe carvings on our churches. and know, how far, with judgment, we 
may make fome conclufion from thefe heads. I fhall give an inftance, by 
and by, from Balderton church. painted glafs is of a gufto and age very 
different ; fet up at very different times, from before the conqueft to the 
15th century. perhaps made new two or three times, fince the ftone-work 
of the church was made. Therefore it muft be very falfe argumentation, 
from the glafs, to conclude the age of the ftone-work. nor can we be 
fare, in churches that have been repair’d, of the age of the carving, in 
thofe parts that have been repair'd. 


A careful obferver of the fabrick of churches, can eafily ditinguifh the 
old and the new parts, and give a very good guefs at the age of the re- 
{pective parts, from the manner of building, the ornaments, windows, €8c. 
I {ee thefe kind of heads, which are the fubject of our difpute, very often 
on the outfide of churches, under the arches of the windows and. elfe- 
where, and find they belong to buildings of the. age we are writing on. 
but becaufe I would not put off my conjectures in the cafe, as my ad- 
verfary does, I fhall give inftances only from what is to be prov’d. 


Stamford, Grantham, and abundance of other towns in our neigabour- 
hood were royal demefnes, and therefore feyeral churches near us, are de- 
dicated to Becket ; and built in and about Heary Il. time. Mr. Peck tells 
us, of a chapel of this fort, on the fouth fide of the bridge, at Stamford, 
founded 1174. it ftood over the bridge. 


Gretford church in my neighbourhood, is dedicated to Becket. ’tis built 
in form of a crofs ; in the porch fome of the firft reCtors were buried, as 
was the cuftom. it cannot be doubted, but this and all churches fo dedi- 
cated, were built in Henry II. time, or very foon after. there is a man’s and 
a woman’s head on each fide the inward door of the porch or church door, 
on the fouth, and likewife on the outfide, the porch door. both man’s and 
woman’s ate exaétly like thefe of the time we are fpeaking of. the wo- 
man’s head {quare at top, a fhort vail, the folds not reaching the fhoul- 


ders. 


Bernake in our neighbourhood is a very antient church, which belong’d 


to the great Waltheof earl of Northumberland, by him given to Croy/and. 
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In a chapel on the north of thequire, in the wall, pethaps older than the 
prefent quire, though not fo old as the original patts of the church, lyes 
two effigics’s in ftone, a man in armour, and his wife. I take them to be 
Ralf de Bernake and Roifa his wife, who contributed to the rebuilding 
of Croy/and abby in the time of Heary I. as recounted in Peter of Blois. the 
woman’s head-drefs is exa€tly like what we have been defcribing, and has 
a circular chaplet round the top. the man was a croifader, 


The church of Burtoz coggles near us, is dedicated to Becket, there- 
fore of the age we are writing of. within the fouth porch, under the arches 
of the door leading into the church, area man’s and woman’s heads. the 
worman’s has our vail on, though the face is almoft rubb’d off. but on the 
fouth fide of the upper leads, are a man’s and a woman’s head in the ftone- 
work disfigur’d with fponts in their mouths, to carry the water off. the 
woman’s has the fquare vail on. likewife at the eaft window of the quire, 


1s a man’s and a woman’s head. the woman’s {quare at top, witha chin- 
cloth, crimp’d elegantly, 


Bajingthorp hard by, is likewife dedicated to Thomas Becket, and Wel» 
don, Northamptonfbire. under the arch of a window, without, on the north 
fide, over the charnel houfe, a man’s head and a woman’s: the latter with 
the head-drefs, we are difcourfing of, all thefe churches are of like archi 
tecture. and from their manner, we can eafily fee what other churches 


near us, are of the fame age. in many of them, are thefe fame heads to 
be feen: but enough on this head. 


After Mr. P——— has difcharg’d his whole battery: then, like the 
French, he fings Ze Deum without a victory, and thus recounts the execu- 
tion he has done, in the fix following corollarys. 


1. “It appears then, fays he, that there was an oratory with a hermit’s 
“* cell at Roiffow, in the Saxon age, long before the time of lady Roifia, fo 
“* that fhe could not have any part in the founding of it 


2 


T anfwer. this is a chimerical affertion of his, without the leaft fhadow 
of reafon to countenance it: and of which he has not given us one jot of 
a proof: asI have moft copioufly fhewn. and that the whole ftream of au- 
thority of all the great antiquarys, who have ever wrote, are againft him; 


the 
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the evidence of domefday book is againft him. if there be any fuch 
thing as reafon in the underftanding of mankind ; if there can be any evi- 
dence in the nature of things, or credibility of hiftory : it is fact, that 
lady Roéfa founded it, in the time of Henry II. 


2. “ It appears, fays he, to have been the oratory of fome one, or of 
*t 4 body of hermits and continued to be fo, till its diffolution, in the 
* reign of Heary VIII. 


This whole paragraph is a colle&tion of portentous abfurditys, a body 
of hermits is falfe fenfe, falfe language. a hermitage in the market place 
of a great and trading town, is the moft egregious contradiction. ** it is 
“ almoft incredible, fays the excellent Mr. Camden, what a multitude of 
“ corn merchants, maltfters, and the like dealers in erain, do weekly re- 
€ fore to this market, and what a vaft number of horfes laden with corn, 
«do on thefe days, fill all the roads about it. 


‘Now can any man of a found mind think, that great numbers of thefe 
market people, and travellers cronded between the women, with their 
butter and eggs, to go 30 foot under ground, for their devotions ? the en- 
trance is under the very bench which the women fit on, in the very mat- 
ket houfe. and the church is but a bow fhoot off. and that a man can 
fancy this body of hermits, continued to officiate here, till its diffolution 
under Henry VIII, what a dream muft this’be, a thing of which not the 
leaft memory is left in the town? no doubt but it was worth while, for 
Henry VII. to diffolve it. I wonder Mr. P—— did not give us the 
yeatly valuation of it, out of the augmentation office. but when a man 
can conceit this, to be the heremitagium de Barkway, and call’d {o in the 
time of Heary VIIL. that he can write and print and believe all this, is 
matter of attonifhment, rather than of debate. 


3. * It appears, fays he, that the imagery bears abfolutely a relation to 
“ facred, and not to prophanc hiftory, 


Tis true, in my explication of the imagery, I have recounted S, Lav- 
rence, the Virgi#, our Saviour, S. Fofeph, S, Paul, 8. Katkerin, S. fobs 
twice, the Virgin twice more, our Saviour reprefented on the crofs four 


times, S. Chriffopber ; befides a cardinal, a bifhop, €c. but thefe are not 
{aints 


eae ee See 


rec ae 


sid Sabato a 


( 80 ) 


faints enough, in onr author’s opinion. he never faw on painted glafs in 
churches, prophane hittory, as he calls it, or carvings, of whimfical figures, 
and altogether immodeft. he never faw a king, or a queen, or hardly a 
lyon or a unicorn : painted in a church. 

4. “ It appears in part, fays he, what images were enjoined to be in 
religious places fet apart for worfhip, where the proper /fation of fome 
*« faints was. and that the lady Roi/a had no part in the carving of them: 
“ out of any private family view. 


€¢ 


The fore-part of the conclufion fully opens the grand fecret of this re- 
nown’d publication. turn to page 66. the priveleges of mother church want 
to be reftored. the worfhip of faints, and more faints, their ations muft 
be again eftablifh’d and a mulriplicity of altars, in thefe places. a new Bri- 
tio or Saxon vifionary faint Robesia mutt be canoniz’d. "Tis pleafant to 
obferve the reafon he gives; becaufe Conan duke of Britany and Rich- 
mond founded a religious houfe at Rowmey. now Cozan was a Norman, and 
what had he to do with Britifh or Saxon ? deplorable it 1s to make one’s 
felf the canal, for papifts to convey to the publick, in Eugland, their re- 
fentments, their invitations, or their tenets ! 


As for his /fation of faints, he faid, p. 62, that S. Chriffopher’s was at 
the north weft end of a church: and ours is the north eaft. p. 58 he fays, 
the fepuicher was on the north eaft fide of the chancel: that which here 
he fancys the fepulcher, is on the north weft. he is juft as happy in the 
other part of the conclufion, that lady Roi/#a had no part in the carving 
of them, out of any private family view, or to reprefent any hiftory of 
her own time, I fay only in anfwer, and aver it, that lady Roifa may 
have carv’d every part of them, for any thing he has or can prove to the 
contrary. the reft I leave to the reader’s judgment. 


5. © Laftly it appears, fays he, that the lady Roj/a was not buryed 
“ here, but at Chikefand in Bedfordjhire. 


This I largely and with the fulleft conviétion to a reafonable perfon, 
prov’d to be a conclufion, much too weighty to be laid upon Lelana’s au- 
thority. I do not queftion Le/and’s veracity. he faw perhaps an infcrip- 
tion of that nature, intimating her to be the founder ; perhaps, there 
was 
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was her image there, perhaps a cenotaph, perhaps her heart was buryed 
there. any of thefe confiderations come up fufficiently to his evidence. 
and I fhew’d a wood of inftances of the like nature, and where Leland 
has been alike miftaken, in a cafe exactly fimilar. but that lady Roifa 
was buryed in her fepulchral chapel at Roifton, 1 believe, as much as 
that a body was found therein, which the whole town is witnefs of: or 
that I had a feull, nay her fcull in my hand. I may fay, every page in 
my firft book, as well as of this, proves it: as well as fuch matters can 
be proved, I would ask our antagonift how he wonld account for a body 
being thus regularly buryed in the place, in fo large a quantity of the 
purett garden mold; confiftent with his notion of the place being diflolved 
in the time of Henry VIIL? who would be at the expence of carrying 
150 load of fine mold into it, for the fake of burying ene body ? why 
fhould they do it? where fhould they get it ? why fhould this be done, in 
the middle of the town, when the church and church yard is fo near ? but 
in lady Roifia’s time, there was no church, no church yard. nor could 
they with any reafonable conveniency, get fo vafta quantity of fine gar- 
den mold, at any other time, than when this place was a down of chalk, 
cover'd with the native and delicate turf. 


Thefe things are abfolutely unaccountable, upon any other bypothe/s 
than mine. the regularity and fimplicity of my whole fcheme fhews the 
probability of it: whilft the oppofite abfurditys, mere inventions thro’ the 
whole book, fhew, ’tis impoffible thar his fhould have any proper degree 
of probability, fo as to merit the charge of printing, or any attention 
when printed. 
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frigida curarum fomenta relinquere poffes, 
quo te Caleflis faptentia duceret, tres. 
i bo opus, hoc fludium: parvi properemus 


hi ey ampli. Hor. 


The entrance of the cave as now. The cave a moft noble monument of 
Englith bifory, Zhe biffory of its founder. An explication of the 
imagery. Figures cut there, 1170. A group made aug. 10.1173, 4 group 
cut feb, 2.1176. A group cut nov. 25.1177. A group cut jul. 25. 1185, 
A group cut jun. 23. 1187. Figures cut 1188, Of the Beauchamp arms 

waine The flat helmet. Head-dreffes and habits again, Mr. P———s 


faith and charity. 
V 7 HEN the petulancy of our adverfary, forced me to this prefent 
/ anfwer, the more I confidered and read about it, the more light 
forung up continually, toward confirming and illuftrating my former ac- 
count of the fubje&. I endeavour’d at the very firft, to contract my writ- 
ing about it, as much asI could. I have done the fame, by this anfwer, 
yet it has grown under my hands much more than I defign’d. for tho’ con- 
jeCtures may be made agrecable : yet to be tedious in them is a fault, 
however I fhould not be jnft to myfelf, if after I have been bufy, in fet- 
ting my opponents work in a propet light; I fhould not make a recapitu- 
lation of my own: and thereby exhibit them together, before the rea- 
der, in order for his paffing judgment. 


I have almoft done with the difagreeable part, finding fault: therefore 
with a calm and placid mind, may now invite the candid reader again to 
defcend into lady ROIS IA’s venerable recefs: with a mind like 
hers, 


hers, who has feen the folly of the hurrys of publick life, and worldly 
{fplendors: retiring to the more agreeable bufinefs of contemplation ; un- 
mov’d at the malice of canfelefs enemys ; and in obfcuriry protected 
from envy. 


I have carefully confider’d the affair of our fepulchral chapel. ’tis a 
sreat work, and requir’d the purfe, of one in high circumftances, to 
make it, nor could the purpofe of fo coftly a defign, be mean. fome 
have been childifh enough, to fancy this no other than a prifon, made 
by thofe of the priory. and that the figures here cut, were the amufe- 
ments of fome there unfortunately confin’d, as it they who had a kniie and 
time, to cut thefe figures, could not have fpent their time and pains, in 
cutting a way out. 


One cannot imagine, it ever belone’d to the priory. ’tis agood diltance; 
the ftreet or way to the church, and a watering pond between, perhaps 
the firft paflage into it, was by that place brick’d up, on the eaft, to be 
feen in my firft plate. for thereby probably they drew out all the chalk, 
as they cut the place by degrees, more and more downward. when that 
was compleated, they made up the paflage with good mafonry, turning 
it as handfomely asthey could, to conform to the arch of the bell. there- 
fore the only true and defigued entrance, was the prefent one, which 
had a ladder at bottom, as now. we often fee the ftaircafes in churches, 
up to the rood loft, contriv’d in this fame manner: with a ladder at.bot- 
tom. and the well of the ftair-cafe, {carce more in diameter than ours. 


Our adverfary agrees in allowing it to be an original entrance ; though 
he has omitted it, In copying my plate, for what wife reafons I know nor; 
unlefs he fancys thereby, to make the world believe, he himfelf defign’d 
it, this entrance is like a well, about 12 foot deep, -about two foot diame- 
ter. *tis monftrous to fancy this, as a publick entrance, into a publick 
chapel. the thing fhews itfelf, as. clear asthe meridian fun, that it was 
made for the purpofe I affign it, a fepulchral chapel. that it was to be 
entred, but now and then, by.a fingle perfon, on fome particular days; 
many of which we may very eafily.affign, as: the anniverfarys sof faints 
particularly the podium for proftration, fhews plainly the purpofe of her 
going there. it muft be only a flender woman that could go down: and the 
grave fhews fufficiently, the final purpofe of making it.; to be buryed in 
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it, and the whole to be clofed Up as It was: atic io intirely forgotten. 
and all this muft needs be, before there was any town. for how can it be 
imagin’d, by a fober perfon, that any one, even a lady of the foil, fhould 
dig fuch a deep cavern, in the middle of a narrow ftreet of a large town, 
in order to be buryed there? would not the magiltrates rather confine 
her, as a perfon not fenfible of what the goes about. 

But on the other hand, upon fappofition of the fac, being as I make 
it, the whole appears as a regular, a wife, and pious defign. and the ima- 
gery, as l explain ir, is exa€tly conformable to what the hiftorians of that 
very time, unanimouly deliver. ’ris as a mott noble and authentic monu- 
ment, and evidence of Eagh/b hiftory, extremely valuable, and highly to 
be accounted of, and whatever was that ladys view, who on reading my 
book in France (as I was informed) came over fea, on purpofe to vific 
remarkable and curious an antiquity ; I doubt not, but fhe thought her 
pains repaid: for fhe muft be a perfon, that had an elegant notion of 
things. 


What I then publith’d, was with modefty and caution. I have learnt 
much more about it fince, and can write with greater confidence. Ihave 
as much conviction about the truth of my hypothe/is, as the nature of fach 
things will admit, and fome part of my conviGtion is owing to my anta- 
gonift, whofe fpleen, after all his diligence, and that of his coadjutors, could 
furnith him with no better arguments againft it, or rather no arguments 
at all. I fhall therefore with great brevity, make a recapitulation of the 
whole affair, with fome addition, befpeaking a reader of common candor, 
that expects no other proof, then thefe things will naturally bear. I fhall 
not repeat what I wrote in my former work, but refer the curious reader 


to look that over firft. here I only add, whae further occurs to me, on 
each particular, 


Lady ROISIA de Vere (whofe family and fortunes I have uff. 
ciently inlarg’d upon) in the decline of life, having buryed two husbands, 
great men; her children all feperated from her ; retreated to her houfe at 
Nufels, two little miles off the-crofs, fhe had formerly fet up, here, and 
which from her, was called commonly, Roifes crofs. no doubt, but the 
had formerly.liv’d at Wu/éls, perhaps when firft a widow, in king Stephen’s 
time, and then, moft likely, ere&ted her crofs ; a work as magnificent, as 


became . 


o5 ) 
became fo great a perfonage. her husband Magaaviles eftate, king Stephen 
had, for the moft part fiez’d on, for his attachment to Adaud the emprefs, 
this, was her firft dower from Magaavile. we may then well imagin, the 
fet up this crofs between the years 114). and 1150. her husband Adagna- 


vile was kill?d in augufe 1144. 


ears after fhe had fet up this crofs, fhe being a widow again, 
could not chufe a more agrec- 


About 20 y 
return’d to refide at New/éls. fhe certainly 
able place andcountry, being the fineft chalk down high ground, diverfity’d 
with rifing hills and valleys ; a lovely profpect, all round. Though Re- 
fon was not then in being, yet the place mult be a very great thorough- 
fare, where two of the ereateft roads in England met. and ’tis natural to 
imagine, where fo fine a turf will invire one to walk, one fhould often di- 
re&t ones fteps to thefe great roads, for the am 


afford: and particularly to her own crofs: being all her own round, 
oO o 


By degrees, fhe entertain’d thoughts of cuttlg this campaniform 
chapel in the chalk cliff; deftining it for her buryal place. I apprehend it 
was about the year 1170% that the frequently went down there, to medi- 
tate on her latter end, and for devotion. het favourite fon William de 
Magnavile, was at this time, with the king in Normandy. and he was e- 


qually a favourite with the king, 


Though I {aid in my book, that the built a cell here, and took upon. 


ter(elf an afcetic life: yet I did not in the Jeaft mean, that fhe became 


a hermite and lived th 
plain’d, p. 44.“ here in my opinion, debafing her 
«of her iluftrions houfe, and the fumptuous way of living fhe had been 
« accuftomed to, fhe oftex chang’d worldly 
‘© and this gloomy cave. 


elf from the honours 


I fay there, it was fomewhat in imitation of her grandfather, and fome 
ho took’ up the monattic habit. her grand- 


y 


other near relations of hers, w 
and con ecrated 


father Alberic de Vere founded the priory of Cola, Fifex - 
himéelf to religion therein. her brother Gilbert de Vere was a 
another brother lived and dy’d a religious in Chike abby. he wrote of the 


aaract G +f A ; ry eax 
iniracles of S, Ofth. another brother was bilhop of Flereford. 


1 me) ty 
bbot ot de/Py. 


Lie, 


ufement, which paflengers 


ere altogether. my meaning is fufficiently ex-- 


fplendor, foran humble cell 
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*Tis evident, I meaned only on thofe particular days, which fhe dedi- 
cated to devotion here, that fhe frequented the place. it was neceflary, 
that a cell fhould be built, over the entrance of this fubterraneous chapel. 
but that the place of her refidence was Neu/els. p. 47. Lagain fully fhew 
my notion. * that after the death of her fecond husband, fhe retreated to 
**her mannor houfe of Nu/e/s, and delighted herfelf in walking over the 


*¢ beautiful turf of this chalk country. that fhe frequented the place by 
hither on particular days for me- 
“* ditation and devotion. and form’d the refolution of being buryed there, 


** the crofs, for 20 years, that fhe went t 


“in a place she had fo long confecrated by atts of religion.” p. 49. I men- 
tion her frequenting the place. 

Having premifed this, that the reader may carry in his mind a propet 
notion of her way of life here ; the whole work of the imagery within this 
chapel, as explain’d by me, appears the moft eafy and natural a defign 
that can poffibly be imagin’d. the writing over the head of queen Maud’s 
tapiftry does not better explain the hiftory there, in this manner, TV- 
ROLD HIC DEDITARMA WILHELM HA ROLDO 
EDW REGEM ECCLESIA S. PETRIAPLI HICRESL 
DET HAROLD REX ANGLORVM STIGANT AR- 
CHEPS STELLA HICEST WADARDVS ODO EPS 
WILLIELM ROBERT, €&#. 


P. 4o. I fuggeited my opinion concerning that figure which I cal] lady 
ROISTIA; above her a crucifix, by the fide a bifhop. ’tis in the II, 
plate juit above the two fepulchral figures in the podium, I fuppofe the 
crucifix might mean the crofs, she ere€ted here. there are four figures cut 
by the fide of it, and another underneath, which may mean the travellers 
or fpectators, and the bifhop may poffibly mean a real confecration of the 
place. both crucifix and bifhop are imperfe&t, therefore not worth while 
to dwell upon them. but in cafe this was the truth, I would imagine 
thefe figures being toward what we may call the upper-end of the cha- 


pel, and oppofite to the entrance, were firft cut by.our lady, and about 
1170. 


*T'was about this time, asI apprehend, the began this. afcetic cuftom. 
‘Tis difficult in thefe our days of licentioufnefs and irreligion, to form a 
notion of the piety, of the times we are Writing on. there is no idea left of 


it 
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it at prefent, among our great ones, whe have thrown off even the very 
appearance of religion, in that moft deteftable practife of travelling on 
fundays. it was a happy difference between them and us, if they inclined 
to fuperftition. I recommend the reading Giraldus Camb. cap. 30. of Ire- 
" Jand, about fanétifying the fabbath : he lived at this time. this induc’d 
them to found religious houfes, in great number, magnitude, and reve- 
nue. infinite numbers went to Ferufalem, to fight againft the Saracens, 
with the fame intent: or contributed largely to it, or vowed to do it. 
many great men’s images we fee in churches crofs leg’d: on this account. 
even kings and great men abandon’d the world, and confecrated them- 
{elves to religion. they were always building churches and chapels, and 
generally lived lives an{werable to their works: rightly thinking that re- 
ligion is their real life. to particularize only in monarchs: our great king 
Henry I. when a dying, caus’d himfelf to be carryed into the church, 
before the altar, where he confefs’d his fins, and prayed, ’till he expired. 
his fon young king Hewry when dying, caufed himfelf to be laid on a bed 
{trewed with athes, habited in fackcloth, with a rope about his neck, and 
in that pofture gave up the ghoit. 


In the weftern part of our oratory is carv’d a larger crucifix in a {quare 
tablet. S. Foba ftanding on one fide, the holy Virgiz on the other. this 
we may call the altar of the place. ’tis in imitation of thofe painted and 

ortable altars, of this and later times, which we fometimes fee, made 
with folding doors. Matthew Parts defcribing S. Alvaa’s fhrine made now, 
mentions the crucifix with A/ary and Foba, in relievo work. vit. abb S. 
Alb, p. 92. another, p. 108. there is another fuch an altar, but a little 
later'in time, pictur’d in AZontfaucon’s monumens abovementioned, all the 
faints in this chapel have a crofs cut in the lower part of their garments. 


I have a portable altar-piece in alabafter, high raifed relievo work, an- 
tient. 17 inches high, of the fame manner as that I have given above, with 
Fobn Baptif?’s head, at bottom the three figures of S. Katherin. S. Mar- 
garet with their fymbols; S. Audrey - all well carv'd. above, S. Helena 
with the holy crofs, and many virgin martyrs, in the lower part of their 
garments, are {mall holes, where filver crofles were fix’d. 


At the bottom of our Saviour’s crofs, in lady ROIS IA’s altar, 


is cut a faltire or S. Andrew’s crofs: which may perhaps regard the family 
abby 
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abby at ear!s Colae (where fhe was born) founded by her grandfather, to 


> vi MAIE ay 5 Q Andy IIT 
C nonour or ec. “47d rew. 


By what T can find, our devout lady (as I have {aid) began to make 
and frequent this place toward the year 1170. (to pitch upon an even 
number) the end of this year Becket was murder’d. Matthew Paris begins 
the year at Chriftimas, and makes it 1171. 


When I review’d whatI wrote, to explain the imagery in our chapel, it 
furnifhed me with a new argument, to perfuade myfelf of the real truth of 
the fcheme. for I interpreted the whole circle of figures, as done in a fuc- 
ceffive order, from left to right, in the method of common reading and 
writing: which is extremely Choir and adds great ftrength to the pro- 
bability of the whole. we can hardly refufe our affent to it, or fcarce think 
any matter of antiquity better prov’d. 


I fhall repeat no more than the heads of what I wrote in my book, to 


avoyd tauto lo oe but with fome material additions. and to this purpofe I 


an 


have reprinted nay plates, fomewhat corrected, to accompany the ac- 


* A.D, MCLXXIIL auguft 10. 


Next to that figure, which I hinted to be lady ROIS IA herfelf, 


by the crofs, and the firft cut, of any in the chapel ; is S. Lawrence repre- 


prefented, ftanding, with the gridiron, his fymbel, and inftrument of his 
paffion, in his hand. underneath him, the figure of the upper-part of a 
king, with a flewre crown; his.arms {pread forth, as in fear and amaze- 
ment, 


After our great monarch Hezry Il. had'got rid of the troubles accruin 


from Becket’s death : he thought himfelf in a ftate of perfect happinefs 


and tranquility. he had jatt comquer d Ireland, {ettled his great dominions 


1 the continent, to his mind; and feemed to be at the higheft pitch of 
A but the Freach king taking advantage of the uneafinefles of 
Henry’s fons, form’d a moft dangerous confederacy again{ft him, which 
portended: no lefs than an ab Colite dethroneing. Normandy was aflaulted 

y.the king hd Fr zce, affilted by the earl of Flanders, Boloigu and Blois. 
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Henvry’s {on Richard raifed the greater part of Guseane, to rebel. his fon 
Geffery made an infurreétion of the Bretens. the king of Scots, according 
to cuitom, by the inftigation of the Fresch, made an irruption into the 
northern countys of Ezgland. the earl of Leiceffer landed at Southampton, 
with an army of Frenchmen. young king Heary was at Gravelin, with an 
army of Flemings, waiting for a fair wind to invade Eag/and. many of the 
Englifo nobility fided with this grand alliance againft the king. 


Statim poft pafcha, fays Hoveden, exarfit uefanda proditorum rabies, 
ipfi enim furore diabolico debacchati, circumgquaque devaftabant igne €8 gladio, 
terras regis anglie cifmarinas, &9 tranfmarinas. 


Marvalous was his prudence and courage that extricated him out of 
oO 
A F ieee: 
this formidable confederacy. the particulars I refer to the hiftorians, as not 
my prefent bufinefs. 


‘Thus our monarch a youth, when duke only, amo 1151 was attack’d 
at once, by Lewis king of Frauce, by Euftace fon of king Stephen, by Ro- 
bert earl of Perch, by Henry earl of Champaign, by Geffery brother to 
young Hea#ry, thefe had in imagination fwallow’d him up, divided his 
eftate among themfelves: yet he foon clear’d himfelf from them all, with 
great honour. 


Lady ROIS TI <A’s family, both fathers and husbands were remark- 
ably Joyal and true to the king, particularly her fon William Magnavile 
now earl of Effex, was one of his chief counfellors and generals, in the 
beginning of this year 1173 he was one that {wore, on the part of the 
king, to the treaty with Hubert earl of Maurienne. Hoveden. Hugh de 
Beauchamp her brother in-law was another of the king’s trufty friends. the 
laft and moft memorable defeat of the French king was at Vernoul, as I 
have at large related it, p. 29. where the moft abandon’d treachery ts 
joined with every unkingly quality, this great defeat was on S. Lauren. 
ce’s day, and cut the finews of the grand confederacy againft Henry. 


At this time, no doubt, tady ROIS JIA redoubled her prayers 
and vows, for the king’s fuccefs, on which the fafety of her honfe, and 
all her friends depended. fhe thought ber own life, not otherwife fecure, 


in her obfcure retreat. with a thankful heart to heaven, fhe cut this picture 
M of 
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of S. Laurence and the French king, to commemorate all the happy events 


" of that year, efpecially fo great andimportant a one, which gave fo much 


joy to the king’s friends and fear to his enemys: reftored peace and 


Security to the whole empire of Heary II. 


This was the way of that time, to form an era remarkable, by the 
fainct’s day, on which it happen’d. and they fancied, the faints had a 
hand in punifhing mankind, for flagrant crimes committed on their days. 
I mention’d one, p. 31. out of hyped. Neuftrie of S. Fames punithing the 
perfidy of Mathew earl of Boloign, this fame year. he had {worn fealty to 
Henry U1. neverthelefs he join’d the Frevch, in attacking our monarch. 
his oath was perform’d on the reliques of faints (as then was the cuftom) 
and particularly on the hand of S. Fames, at Reding abby : therefore 
was he kill’d that very day, for his perjury. fays Waliugham. A. D. 


1133 king Henry I, gave the hand of S. Fames to his abby of Reding. 
Matt, Par. 


There is another ftory in Benedi abbot, pertinent to our fubject. the 
Scots in their invafion had committed a horrid outrage in the church of 
5S. Laurence at Werkworth in Cumberland. the fame day, fays he, God re- 
veng’d the violence and injury offer’d to his martyr, by the capture of 
the Scots king, at dawic, this was the year after, w/z. 1174. 


Let us then debate a little, upon this pi€ture in our chapel. we cannot 
have a proper notion of the works of thefe times, unlefs we be acquaint- 
ed with the notions of thefe times. they had then, the fame extravagant 
opinion of the faints and their reliques, as the papifts have now. the form 
of their oaths, as now that for the choice of the emperor, ends in, fo 
help me God and all his faints. in queen AZaua’s tapiftry before men- 
tiond, duke William takes a very folemn oath of Harold, that he would 
keep the crown of Haugland for him, after the death of king Edward, 
Harold ttands between two chefts of reliques of faints, in the church of 
Bayeux, where this tapittry isnow kept. there he takes the oath, laying 
each hand on a cheft, therefore they {uppo’d (to fpeak the moft favour- 

bly) that God punifh’d perjury, to revenge the injury offer’d to his 
faints. fo our excellent author Benedi, words it, 


From 
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From this notion of things, they could not in a better manner, make 
a defign, efpecially fo compendious a one, to exprefs and commemorate 
this great event of the flight of the French king, than lady ROIS IA 
has here done, in thefe two figures. duke William caus’d Harold to take 
the abovefaid oath in the moft folemn manner, in the cathedral of 
Bayeux, adminifter’d by Odo his brother the bifhop, before all his court, 
and the ecclefiaftics. yet only two perfons depicted in the tapiltry, the 
duke and the earl. 


Some may perhaps fancy, this picture oflady ROIS IA’s may be 
as well apply’d to the taking of the king of Scots, as to the flight of the 
French king. I anfwer; the picture it’s felf fhews otherwife ; expreffing 
by its arms expanded, a fright and a flight ; an attitude not at all fuit- 
able to the king of Scots capture. befides king Henry was not concern’d 
in that a€tion, but his lieutenant. nor was it by far of fo near a concern, 
fo interefting a nature to our lady ROIS I A as that other, where her 
fon and relations were all perfonally concern’d : where her heart over- 
flow’d with joy, for an event, that fav’d her king, and country, and 


family, and even herfelf. 


Were thefe two figures the only ones in this chapel, it would be diffi- 
cult to fix them upon this event: but when we confider the whole ima- 
gery, of which this is only a part; when we fee the circle fill’d up ina 
regular manner, with ftorys of the fame nature, equally relative to the 
fame perfon, that cut them ; to her time: graphically defcribed in the 
authentic hiftory of that time: we may, with all the aflureance, poffible 
‘nfuich matters, affirm this to be the real truth. 


Rex. Francorum, cum feiret regem anglorum elle potentifemum-€8 animo 
amarum, fugam inire potius, quam piugnare aecrevit, &S fic a facie regis 
anolorum fugiens, intra galliam fe cum feftinatione recepit. Matt. Par, 
: a - 
feque ad dedecus & fempiteraum ui opprobriuim, cum exercitu fuo, viliter & 

; 
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ignominiofe antugit ; #on aufus expethare tmpetum exercitus regis angh@, 


Bened. abb. 


Why our lady fhould thus cut off the French kin 
cannot be expeéted, that I fhould give an anfwer. 


perhaps, perhaps none. but tis childifhuefs and ignorance to affirm, there 
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is any fimilitude, between this figure, and the emperor on S, Laurence’s 
fteeple in Norwich, in TAB. VI. that figure can fhew but his upper- 
part, becaufe his Jower-part is behind the faint, and the gridiron. sthe pof- 
ture of the king and the emperor are abfolutely different, and their {ci- 
tuation, their ation and the paffion defign’d by it. 


The fame year on the 24th of feptember, Williain de Magnavile earl of 
Effex fignaliz’d himfelf in taking prifoner, Ingeram Caffellan de Trie, a 
sreat man, one of our king’s enemys. oveden. 
aD MGLX SN. alee, 

2. february. 

This year began with an univerfal joy to the whole kingdom, as Mat- 
thew Paris tells us. the king had fubdu’d all his foes, foreign and do- 
meftic ; brought his rebellious fon, the young king over with him: the 
fame table entertain’d them both, the fame bed-chamber. they made a 
progrefs thro’ the kingdom pacem /ingulis €9 juftitiam tam clericis quam 
laicis promiferunt €3 id opere compleverunt : they promifed the kings 
peace and juftice, both to clergy and laity, and in deed fulfilled the fame. 
William de Maguavile earl of Effix was with them. he was with the two 
kings on paffion day, the year preceding, when the young king fell down 
before his father, and did homage and {wore fealty to him, Besed. abb. at 
that fame time Philip earl of Flanders and William Magnavile took the 
crofs, and vow’d a journey to the holy land. and at this time Roger de 
Hoveden was chaplain to the king. | 


The beginning of this year was exceeding memorable, by our great 
monarch, who was himfelf an excellent lawyer, providing for the due exe- 
cution of the laws. for in the end of january, he held a great parliament of 
all the nobility temporal and fpiritual, and of the commons of the realm ; 
and in the moft folemn manner enacted, what was called the affize of the 
realm. i. ¢. they appointed the fix circuits, or affizes ; pretty much the 
fame as has been ufed ever fince. To entertain the reader’s curiofity in 
fo great an event, as this was, fo ufeful to the public weal, I have drawn 
out a comparative fcheme of it, as then, from Hoveden’s annals, and as 
now practifed, according to the publication of it in the Gazette, this. 
year. 

1176, 


1176, 


Nor fole} 
Suffole. 
Bedefordefire. 


Efifexe. 
Hertefordfire. 


| ( Kent. 


Suthfexa. 
i Berkfre. 


Surrie. 
Suthantefre. 
LOxent ordjire. 


Hereforde/fire. 


Gloucefterfire. 
|. Wirecefter/ire. 


USalopsfire. 


( Lincolneftre. 


Notingham/ire. 


Derebifire. 
2 Staffordefire. 


Warwikefire. 
Northamtefire. 


| Leiceftrefire. 


| Cantebrizefre. 
‘Y Auntedunefire. 


Bukinhampire. 


1745. 
Norfolk circuit. 


if Bucks. 

| Bedford. 

‘I Huntingdon, 

4 Cambridg. 
Norfolk. 

—USuaffolk 


Home circuit. 


{ Hertford. 

Effex. 
Kent. 

| Suffex. 

Gee 


Oxford circuit. 
{ Berks. 
Oxford. 
Glocefter. 
> Monmouth. 
| Hereford. 


ee 


Salop. 
Stafford, 
L Worceiter. 


Midland circuit. 


( Northampton, 
Rutland. 

| Lincoln. 

2 Notcingham. 
Derby. 
Leicetter, 
Warwick. 


3176. 1745. 


Weftern circuit, 


Wiltefire. 
Dorfete. ( Devon. 
) umer fete. 4 Cornwall. 
Devonia. {| Somerfet. 
Cornubia. 
| Northern circuit. 
'( Euerwikefre. York. 
Richemundefire. Lancafter 
| Lancaffre. 
4 Copland. 
| Veftmerilande. 
Northumberlande. 
Cumberlande. 


The intelligent reader will be able to make proper obfervations on 
thefe lifts, our lady ROIS IA has commemorated it, by that group 
of figures, next to S. Laurence ; the three uppermoft meaning the Purifi- 
cation of the blefled Virgin: and the undermoft the converfion of S. Paul. 
Poff natale domini, fays Hoveden, in fe/to converfionis fantti Pauli venit 
Dominus rex pater, ufque Northamton, €8c, from Benedi& abbot we learn 
more particularly, that this great affize was done at Clarendon, on the day 
of the cozverfion of S. Panl, and promulgated at Northampton, on the day 
of the purification, 


There may be particular reafons unknown, why our lady thus recorded 
this matter in her oratory, [ hinted, that her father had been a very emi- 
nent man in the law, and lord chief juftice of England. a great lawyer, 
fays Mr. Echard. in caufarum varietatibus exercitatum, {ays Matt, Paris. 
a fpeech of his, recited in Malm(bury, p. 103. and in Daniel, p. 60.. no 
doubt but her fon the earl of Kffex, had a due fhare in this important 
tranfaction. but probably one confiderable reafon was, that her great 
friend and relation Richard de Lucy jufticiary was the chief projeétor of 
the whole plan, In the roth year of our king, upon recognition made by 
the king, of the antient laws of the realm, he was one of thofe who 
undertook for the king’s obfervance of them, 


There 


There was a very great intimacy as well as relation, between his family 
and our lady’s. they were too, both of the fame patty. Ranulf de Bobun 
earl of Cheffer, was nephew to our lady, by her aunt Maud de Vere, 
daughter to Aubrey de Vere. 1. earl of Guifnes who came in with the con- 
queror. his fon Hugh Kivelioc carl of Cheffer married Beatrice, daughter 
and co-heirefs of Richard de Lucy, who was lord chief juftice of the realm. 
her firft husband’s father Gefferey de Magnavile and Richard de Lucy were 
mediators between the abbot of S. Albans and Albany earl of Arundel, 
Matt, Par. vit. abb. 8. alb. p. 88. Richard de Lucy did the king moft emi- 
nent fervices, in the year of the great confederacy againft him, above {pe- 
cify’d. he with his relation Humphrey de Bobun the king’s conftable, to- 
tally routed the traiterous earl of Leicefter, with his adherents, and ten 
thoufand Flandrians, which he had brought over with him. Hoveden. 


Camden's Britt. p. 369. 


After this, the beginning of the next year, Richard de Lucy demolifh’d 
the town of Leiceffer, and all the king’s enemys thereabouts ; therefore 
defervedly was he ftyled, councellor of itate, chief jufticiary of England, 
and proteétor of the kingdom in the king’s abfence. 


ier way to lady RO IS IA. 


This Richard de Lucy was related anotl 
Robert 1. Fitzwalter, whofe 


his eldeft daughter Maud was married to 
daughter was matried to lady ROISIA’s fon William de Magna- 
ville. he was her neighbour, as well as relation, he built the caftle of 


Onger in Effex. juit by 1s Norton Mandevile, as belonging to the family ot 
little way off. 


her husband: whofe caftle of P/effey, is but a 


this Richard de Lucy founded the abby of Erith in Kevt, and 
as a Becket. the next year fated with honour, and 
iredall his great dignitys into the king’s 
led his days. Hoveden, p. 337. 
account of his body 


an Eh 7 o 
dedicated it to Lhom 
tired of worldly affairs, he furrenc 
hand, and retired to his abby, and there enc 
Matt. Paris, Weaver, an eye witnefs, gives us an 


found there. p. 777: 


After his death, the king mide fome alteration in the affair of the 
that the firft eftablifhment was plan’d by Lucy. Ho- 


affizes; which fhews, 
did not laf long. for the firft fcheme 


veden gives it us, at large. but te 
prevail’d, and continued to this day. and this carving before us, of ladv 


ROIS 1A’sisa mot noble monument of it. They 
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ihey that-cannot enter into the genius of thefe times, like our anta- 
gonift, may not fee at firft, the propriety of it. but faint’s days were 
the gencral kalendar of fuch events as they wanted to remember. and 
much, too much was attributed to their power and intervention, in hn- 
man ¢ffairs, for inftance, when Richard de Lucy and his aflociate Humphry 
de Bobua fought and vanquifl’d the earl of Leiceffer, near Bury ; they 
took along with them, the banner of king Edmund the martyr, pro figuo, 
fays Hoveden, et ordinatis aciebus fuis in virtute Dei &9 glorioiffimi mar- 
tyris fui Eadmundi, percufferunt aciem in quo Comes Leiceftrie erat. and 
our moft chriftian king Heary I]. went a pilgrimage the enfuing year, to 
S. Edmund at Bury, and to S. Audrey at Ely: as it were to make ac- 


Anowledgement of their proteCtion. 


A, DD, MCLXXVII. 25: november. 


Next is the figure of S. Katherin with the fymbol of a wheel, as ufual. 
in the feftival of Eafer, 1175, Philip earl of Flanders and William de 
Mandevile earl of Effex lady ROISIA’s fon, Hugh de Lacy and o- 
thers took upon them the crofs; with many more nobles and commons, 
and vow'd to go to the holy land. After Eaffer this year, they went and 
obtain’d a fignal viGory over the Infidels, on S. Katherin’s day ; which I 
mention’d at large in my book. The Infidels fancied, fays Benedié#, that 

they faw a celeftial hoft defcend and fight againft them, the chriftians 
{lew more than 100,000 of them, and took many prifoners, faltum eft boc 
pralium ad laudem & gloviam Domini noftri Fefu Chrifti, anno ab incarna- 
tione, 1177. in planitie de Rames, die fantte Katevine virginis & martyris. 
Mait. Paris, therefore our lady cut this figure of the faint, to comme- 
morate that tranfa€tion, fo much to the glory of her fon ; and for her to 
moditate on, upon the anniverfary ; and to pay her vows, for the fame; 
Matt. Paris acquaints us, this year, with the form of the vow made by 
pie king of Eagland and France, to go together to the holy land. this year 

Hugh de Beauchamp her brother in law went with Foana the king’s daugh- 
ter to be efpoufed to William king ‘of Sicily. king Heary I, was perfon- 
ally a lawyer, and this year made the award of the great controverfy, be- 
tween the king of Czfile, and king of Navar. William de Magnavile was 
a witnefs to it, 


On 


* On the right hand of S. Katheria is a great crofs. Hoveder, in his 
account of this victory, writes, that the Infdels faw our Saviour’s crofs, 
which the bifhop of Bethlebem carried before the chriftian army, ftretch’d 
its felf out miraculoufly up to heaven: which affrighted them exceeding- 
ly, and was one caufe of their defeat. 


T leave it to the readet’s judgment, whether this or that acconnt I gave 
before, of this figure, be moft eligible: as likewife, whether it does not 
feem likely, that the great crucifix adjoining, or altar tablet, with the 
hearts and hands, may not regard the ceremony of vowing the croifade, 
which was always done at the altar, and before a bifhop. 


The next figures hetween this and S. Chriffopher, muft infallibly mean 
S. Katherin in prifon, and the dove feeding her, to difpute this, is the 
greateft impertinence, unlefs with pope Iznocent X. we profefs, we have 
never ftudyed divinity. the wonderful victory obtained againit the Infidels, 
wherein her fon had fo great a concern, being in the opinion of thofe 
times, as now among the papifts, much owing tothe good-will of the 
faints, would induce our lady, to read over the hiftory of her life, where 
this ftory of the faint is recorded. 


Farnham in Effex was the eftate of the Mandeviles. the ftory of S. Ka- 
therin is depicted in the windows, with Latin verfes underneath. Salmoz’s 
Effex, p. 158, moft probably owing to this memorable occafion. This 
year, the kings of Wales did homage to our king Heary. and he made his 
fon Fobn king of Ireland. 


Our author Benedi? abbot being then prior of Canterbury, was this year 
made abbot of Peterborough. he built the motk magnificent front of Peter- 
borough minfter, as now it appears: except that chapel very improperly 
plac’d fince, in the middle arch. this is the original idea of portico’s in 
the front of cathedrals : as E/y dome, was the original of cupola’s, in the 
middle of thefe edifices. this dome at E/ ftands on eight columns. the 
capitals of each are adorn’d with hiftorys, of the life and a€ts of S. 
Audrey well cut, in baffo releivo. Benedilt \ikewife built the chapel to 
Thomas a Becket, now ftanding near the great gate, leading to the cathe- 
dral, of Peterborough. 
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Next, is the figure of S. Chrifopher, almoft under the defcent into 
the chapel. the faints formerly, and now among the papifts, were 
thought to have their particular provinces and powers, for the benefit of 

ankind, fome to heal particular difeafes and the like. S. Chriffopher had 
great power in preventing ftorms, tempefts, earthquakes and lightning, &c. 
and their dreadful effeCts. about the beginning of this year, in epré] was 
a moft remarkable earthquake : which probably was the immediate occa- 
fion of lady ROIS IA cutting this figure. but the world for fome years 
preceding had been exceedingly alarmed, with thefe minifters of the di- 
vine vengeance, 


In 1178 there was a very great deluge in our Lincolnfbire Holland, the 

old fea-bank being broke, and the whole country deftroy’d, fobs abb. of 
Peterborough, chron. Maitlros, Hoveden. 1179 the church and city of Ro- 
chefter burnt to the ground, a miraculous lifting up of the earth at Green- 
hall by Darlington. fo that it ftood like a tall tower from nine in the 
morning till even, and then fell down with a horrible noife, and left a deep 
pit, which remained. Hoveden. public calamitys abroad, as well as nearer. 
this fame year 1179 there was a famine in the holy land, where it had 
fcarce rained for five years together. Fuller’s b. war. 1181 there was 
lightning and thunder, great and terrible, tempefts and inundations in 
divers parts of Ezglazd, and a comet in july. chron. mailros. in 1184 and 
1185 the aftrologers alarmed the world exceedingly, about the great 
conjunction of the planets then approaching, in feptember 1186. in libra. 
which would produce earthquakes, famine, lightning, tempefts, €%¢, Ho- 
veden gives a large account of it, in profe and in verfe, the compofitions of 
thofe times. Benedit# abb, fays, Corumfizaa Spaniard wrote of it: and 
frier Anfelm of Worcefter, there was likewife a remarkable eclipfe. of the 
fun. 1185 a great earthquake throughout England, fuch a one as had 
never been known before, in the month of april. chron. Mailros. Beneditt 
abb. an eclipfe of the fun the firft of say, fo that the ftars appear’d. 2b. 


Thefe matters would nnavoydably fill mankind with dreadful appre- 
henfions, which perfeétly well accounts for the image of S. Chriffopher now 
cut here. and no doubt but it became a fafhion, to paint him in churches 
about this time. the great earthquake on 17. ka/, May as Benediéé tells 
us, 
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us, fixes S. Chriffopher’s image to this year, as an indelible character of 
time: and what Mr. P—— would call a demonftration. 


Tis a mere chimera with our antagonift, to make that ctofs on the 
tight hand of S. Katherin, to be a palmer’s ftaff, and an altar. for a pal- 
met’s ftaff may be feen in every book of heraldry, under the name of pal- 
mer. but let him look on the piture of the feal of Richmond free {chool, 
p. 254. of obferv. on Reg. how, Richm. and he will find acompleat pilgrim, 
with hat, beads, ftaff and {crip. the ftaff had two knobs upon it anda 
hook to hang their bottle on, whether this really be S Chriftopher’s ttaff, 
or our Saviour’s crofs in the holy land, we may well enough fay, that all 
this part of our oratory, from this crofs, to S. Chriffopher inclufive, be- 
longs to the holy land hiftory, and whoever reads the accounts of thefe 
times, will {ee how much it excited every one’s attention: befides that 
family concern, which engag’d lady ROIS TI 4; her fon’s expedition. 
and further, at this time, Roger de A4owbray her fon in-law, and Hugh de 
Beauchamp her brother in-law, were in the holy land. Hoveden, 1186. 


This very year Heraclius the patriarch of Ferufalem and Roger the ma- 
fter of the hofpitalers came into Fag/and, offering our monarch the keys 
of the city, of the church of Bethlehem, of our lord’s fepulcher, of the 
church of the refurrection, of the tower of David, and the kingdom of 
Ferufalem. Matt. Paris. Baldwin archbifhop of Canterbury, Raaulf de 
Glanvile chief jufticiary of the kingdom, Walter archbifhop of Roas, Hugh 
bifhop of Durham and many other prelates and nobles of the king’s do- 
minions, here and beyond fea vow’d the croifade. Hoveden. in 1185 our 
Henry V1. and the young king of France, refolv’d to go on the croifade, 
by the perfuafion of the archbifhop of Zrye, but the Freach king’s treachere 
ous proceedings, broke their meafures. this was in january 1186 at Gi- 
fors, king Henry fent the archbifhop of Roaw, and William. de Mandevile 
eatl of Effex and Albemarl, Ranulf de Glaavile chief jufticiary to pacify 
him, and made a truce, to the feaft of S, Hilary next. Hoveden. Matt. 
Paris. in 1187 Richard the king’s fon vow’d the croifade, Hoveden, p. 
353. in 1188 Frederic the emperor the like, 
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Next, we furvey that group of figures, containing a large piece of hi- 
ftory, which finifhes the whole circuit of our oratory. it relates to the 
pacification made that year, between our monarch and the French king. 
William de Magnavile ear\ of Effex and of Albemarl was one eminent in his 
counfels, and command of his armys, at that time, it was done by the 
pope’s legate Offavian, who is well reprefented in pontifical habit, the 
crofs in his left hand, his right, in pofture of commanding. Hugo de 
Nunant the king’s chaplain carrys the crofs, and holds up his left hand, 
in like commanding pofture, for they were order’d by the pope, to ful- 
minate excommunication, againft that power who appear’d obftinate : 
that the bufinefs of the croifade might not be hinderd. for the holy land 


was in the utmoft danger of being loft; and was indeed loft immediately 
after. 


“ Thus Benedi abbot. on the day before S. Fobn Baptift, they pre 
“ par’d to fight ; but by the mercy of God, and command of pope Urban, 
“ peace was made. for he had given his mandate for excommunication to 
““ thofe that refifted. fo the archbifhops; bifhops, abbots, earls, and ba- 
“rons aflembled, of both kingdoms, would not fuffer an engagment 
“Dut advifed the monarchs to make a peace, or at leafta truce 
“ ing to the pope’s iujun@tion. their counfel prevail’ 
“ years was agreed on. Hoveden the fame. 


3 
3 accord- 
d, and a truce of tj. 


When I re-examin’d my plate by the original, I found the crowned 
figure on the right of Hugo de Nunant to be really the French king. for hig 
her’s figure un- 

der S, Laurence. fo that we fee our Jady_made it a point, thus to repre- 
fent the French king, ber reafon I am not acquainted with; I will not fay, 
It was a piece of female refentment. there are fome more imperfe& figures 
{catter’d here and there, belonging to this group. but the principal are 
the two religious and the two kings. ours is drefs’d in complete armor, 
and by looking carefully upon it, I difcern’d the crofs, importing his ha- 
ving vow’d the croifade. Flugh de Nunant is cail’d bifhop ele&, in the be- 
ginning of 1188. and confecrated foon after. Hloveden p. 366. BenediG abb, 
in two places. fo little reafon had onr adverfary to cavil about it, Pp. 32. 


Nunant is named among thofe that were prefent, when the king of Eng- 
land 


Jand and France finally agreed about the croifade: which fhews he was at 
that time, beyond fea. Giraldus Cambr. wrote Nunant’s lite. 


Reges anglie €3 Francie fufceperunt crucem 13 kalendas februari). 
1186-7. Matt. Paris. 


The two armys ftand at a little diftance, as ready to engage. the office 
of legate of the pope gave the party an authority to affume the higheft 
honour and power. thus cardinal fobs de Creme coming into England in 
that quality, officiated in the cathedral of Canterbury, pontifically, in the 
place of the archbifhop, though he was only a presbyter. 


Hugo de Nunant had been ambaffador three years before, to the pope. 
Mr, P.—— in his learned notes upon himfelf, at the bottom of p. 34. 
maintains, there was no image of a crucifix on the archiepifcopal crofs: 
though at the fame time, he acknowledges this figure once, to be arch- 
bifhop Becket’s crofs bearer. look into Stephanides’s lite of Becket, put out 
by my friend Mr. Sparkes, p. 42. there you find the archbifhops crofs had 
a crucifix upon it, crucifixi, quam tenebat, imaginem refpiceret. in the next 
page, refpetta crucifixi imagine {peaking of the crofs of the archbilhop. 
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We have the lower part of the imagery to finifh, in TAB. III. be- 
ginning with the effigies of king Heary II. and Evenor his queen. this may 
be called the only original of him left, done whilft he was alive, and by one 
well acquainted with him, perfonally. lady RO IS 1A was fo exa€t, as 
to mark his collar. fo the ornamental drefs upon the queen’s neck, is 
exaétly like that of her effigies, on her monument at Fonteverard ; 
which together with her husbands, is given by A¢ontfaucon. on his lete 
hand is another crucifix or altar-tablet of a fmaller fize, with S. fobs and 
the Virgin repeated: though it is under the greater altar-tablet. this 
{hews how fallacious a notion Mr. P——- has entertain’d, concerning five 
diftin&t altars in this place. there feems to be an arch under this altar, 
where the crofs is, and the hearts, and hand, as before. moft likely, this 
arch is the place of reliques under the altar, as then was the cuftom. 
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I am perfuaded, this means the king vowing the croifade, before the 
altar, as was the cuftom. it was done 13. kalend. february 1186-7. Matt. 
Paris, as was hinted. and again before the archbifhops of Rhemes and 
Trye. in 1188. Mast. Paris, Hoveden. 


The holy land was intirely loft laft year, Ferufalem taken, a general 
confternation o’refpread Europe, as appears by the Jetters of princes on 
this occafion, to be feen in Matt. Paris, p. 149. Hoveden, p. 363, Eve. 
our lady ROIS I A’s fon in-law Roger de Mowbray, was taken prifo- 
ner and dyed ; her brother in-law Hugh de Beauchamp was kill’d, 


Now the tenth penny was order’d to be collefted of all moveables or 
perfonal eftates, throughout the whole kingdom. and the king held a 
great parliament at Gedington in Northamptonfbire now the duke of A4on- 
tagws, where thefe orders were promulg’d, and ftri€tly put in execution. 
‘this was on Lady-day, 1188. of all the bifhops, earls, barons, commons; 
and convocation. chron. Mailros, Hoveden. 


"There remains now to be confider’d, only that long row of images, 13 
in number, reaching from the loweft and leaft crucifix, to the grave : as 
we fee them in T A B, IIL, I find not the leaft reafon, to change my opi- 
nion concerning them, in general, or in particular. our lady defign’d 
them here, about this year 1188. as family pictures. 


The firft figure bears a fhield with the arms of the Beauchamps. 1 affign’d 
it to be Hugh de Beauchamp, the father of lady ROIS IA’s huse 
band ; who had been in the holy wars, and therefore took this coat. and 
at this time, coats were generally become hereditary. fo Méontfaucon, 
who fays this was under Lewis VII, or the young, who began to reign, 
1138. our Fuller lowers it fomewhat. but this, as all fuch matters muft be 
underftood to be done, not all at once, but by degrees. in his church hi- 
{tory, p. 170, thus he writes, “ coat-armor was fix’d in familys in the be- 
“ sinning of Henry IIL, finding before that time, the warlike devices of 
“the fons, not the fame with the fancys of the fathers, and their grand- 
** children differing from both,” my antagonift out of a wantonnefs of con- 
tradiction, will needs have it to be Rivbard earl of Warwick, in the time 
of Henry V. and pretends to give ushis title to it. not only fo, but carrys 
forwards the head of my genealogy, to this Richard. a moft notabletitle 


to 


to a picture in a fepulchral chapel! why could he not as well have made 
it Zhomas de Beauchamp fenior and junior, or Guy de Beauchamp, or Wil- 
liam de Beauchamp, all earls of Warwick ? Ihave a good reafon (as it ap- 
pears to me) why Hugh de Beauchamp fhould be here plac’d. the fame as 
would induce me to hang up my wife’s father’s pi€ture in my parlor, but 
he gives us his will and pleafure only for a reafon ; or a reafon altogether 
as inconclufive : viz. that he was a great friend to the order of hermites. 
and then to prove it, tells a tedious tale of this Richard, founding a chan- 
try in Warwick/bire for two priefts, to pray for his foul. this is all along 
his vague way of reafoning. but this neither was a hermitage, nor did an 
order of hermites (as he ftyles them) live here: or if it were fo, does 
Richard’s founding a chantry a long way off prove, that he was a friend 
to hermites here, and none of them all in the leaft prove, or fhew any 
fhadow of reafon, why we fhould believe this to be Richard de Beau- 
champ. and we may depend upon it that if Thad made it, Richard de 
Beauchamp, he would have made it any body elfe: for contradiétions fake. 


Suppofe, I allow, that this figure is reprefented here, and in heraldical 
books, with this coat of arms proleptically and before he really bore fuch 
arms: ftill ic is no more than what our antagonift himfelf has done, by his 
great friend pope Sixtus, (whom he makes double like the two So/a’s) 
him he-gives the tiara to, or triple crown, in our chapel, who liv’d 4. D. 
260. yet he owns, that the tiara was firft worn by Urban V. in 1062. an 
anachronifm in him, of 1100 years is nothing: but inlady ROIS IA 
of 10 or 20 years Only is unpardonable, now tis not impoffible, that lady 
ROIS IA feeing her husband bear that coat, might likewife affix ir 
to his father. without having a€tually feen his father. but I cannot fee the 
leaft reafon to disbelieve, that he a€tually bore it : as having been in the 
firft croifade: which gave him fufficient title, as appears in next cap. 
when we fpeak of the crofs in heraldry. but Ict us examine the cafe. 


“ Hugh de Beauchamp here pittur’d lived in the conqueror’s time : yet 
« T fay, that about the time of the fecond croifade 1177, they began to 
“take up arms, and that the crofles had refpe€t to the croifades,” there- 
fore fays my e2ntagonift, “this figure cannot be Hugh de Beauchamp, 
** who lived near 100 years before.” 
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Tis true, that I not dreaming of fo fevere a fcrutinizer, exprefs’d my 
felf in a lax and general manner. which he greedily f{natches at. tho’ if 
he knows any great matter in heraldry: he muft underftand my meaning 
well enough. but that was not histask. the matter is thus. 


Coat-armor became moft famous and hereditary in familys, about the 
time of the fecond croifade in 1177. but it was in ufe at the firft and a long 
time before the conquett, ftill this, as all other things, became general and 
notorious, by degrees, coats of arms were firft ufed with monarchs, then 
with nobles, lattly with gentry. fo they became hereditary, firft with 
monarchs, then with nobles, laftly with gentry. but this too, muft be 
underftood in a lax way, for inftance, 


King Stephen, becaufe he came into Eagland under the fign fagittary, 
and gain’d his firft battle, by means of his archers, he left off the bearin 
of Stephen of Blois his father, and of William the conqueror his grandfa- 
ther, and took the figure of Sagittarius. Guillim. p. 213. this fhews the 
mixt nature of coat-armor at this time, partly hereditary, partly arbitrary, 
and is an anfwer fufficient to Mr. P s argumentation trom Sir Wi/- 
liam Dugdale: which gives him great exultation, in his 17th page, 


But ftill we muft affirm, the firft croifade 1095 began to fix thefe mat- 
ters. it made coat-armor neceflary, for diftinétion of perfons when vizard- 
ed and cloathed in mail. and it is as natural for a fon to claim the hon- 
our gain’d by his father, teflity’d in his coat armor : as to claim his titles, 
and dignitys, or his mannors and eftates. . 


The crofs crosflets are the Fert{alewm arms, the moft inconteftable 
mark of acroifade. our Hugh de Beauchamp a€tually went in the firft croi- 
{fade with Robert Curthofe duke of Normandy. he is firft nam’d and the 
only one, by name, by Fuller. what reafon is there, that we fhould doubt 
of his title to thefe arms, or that he aétually bore them ? did not Stephen 
earl of Albemarle brother to the earl of Champaigne bear a crofs flore verry, 
becaufe he went on the firft croifade? and did not William le Gros his 
fon, father in-law to lady ROIS IA’s fon William le Magnavile bear 
the fame arms? and innumerable more on the fame account. therefore to 
wrangle about this, is no more than empty cavil. 


I have 
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I have many old folio mannfcripts of hiftory, heraldry and the like, 
which were in the library of Wyng field Bodenham, the great antiquary and 
lover of heraldry. he lived at Ryba/ near us. a curious gentleman, to whom 
Guillim gives a {plendid character. to his colleCtions we chiefly owe 
Wright's hiftery of Rutland, one of thefe manuf{cripts gives an account, of 
all the nobility created fince the conqueft, to the beginning of our civil 
wars; with their coats of arms finely drawn and illuminated. p, 9. is our 
Hugh Beauchamp created by the conqueror, baron of Bedford, with thefe 
fame arms, g.a fefs between fix crosflets 0. p. 10. is William or Walter 
Beauchamp his brother, who likewife came into England with the con- 
queror: and was created baron of Elmefley. he bears the fame arms, and 
is the anceftor of Beauchamp earl of Warwick. 


Under Edward I. this manufcript recites William Beauchamp baron of 
Elinefley, who married I/abel heirefs to William Mauduit earl of Warwick. 
the perfon, who Mr. P pretends, ufed not thefe croflets: yet here 
his arms are depicted wich them ; and fo if you confult 190 books in the 
herald’s office, you will find the like. 


What he quotes from Sir William Dugdale, is of no manner of weight, 
viz. ° that William de Beauchamp earl of Warwick, who died in 1298. 
“ bore for his arms, gules, feme of crofs croflets, with a fefs or: which 
“ crofs croflets were by him added to his coat, for his father ufed them 
“© vot.” Sic William does not fay, nor can it be prov’d, that William de 
Beauchamp firft ufed the croflets: or that they were not ufed before by 
his progenitors, though #is father ufed them not. *tis notorious to every 
body vers’d in thefe ftudy’s, that this coat is the moft antient coat of the 
Beauchamps, and was utes before this William de Beauchamp, or his father, 
a account of their Ferufalem. pilgrimages. For inftance, Fuller in his 

oly war, p. 20 lout of a Beauchamp that went thither with Robert duke 
of Normandy, the conqueror’s fon, who was our very Hagh, here depicted 
in Reiffon chapel. Daniel mentions him, p. 48 of his hiftory, as the leader 
of the Exglifb. Roger de Hoveden mentions 1186. a number of ‘ croifaders 
going to the holy land, Hugh de Beauchamp lady ROIS IA?’ sbrother 
in-law, can itbe doubted, that thefe Beauchamps ufed this coat? 


I mention’d in page 13 of my book, that the croifade humour ey 


in 1096, when Stephen earl of Albemarle went with Robert duke of J 
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mand), who was grandfather to lady ROISIA’s daughter in-law. 


he ‘trom hence bore gules a crofs feure verry argent and azure. and { it 
. Me}. 


is depicted in my fine manulcript of Wing field Bodenbam’s, in the time of 
Welham the conqueror. the reader may fee his pi€ture at full length, in 
iis military habie, adorn’d with this coat, ftanding behind William the 
conqueror, holding the mace in his hand, in the 1, p. of reg. bow. Richm. 
publith’d by Roger Gale, the croifade humour reviv’d again 1147. when 
Aubrey de Vere went to Ferufalem, and they bore croffes that went on that 
pious expedition, which’ was a great occafion of coats armorial. and now 
Aubrey de Vere, lady ROIS I A’s brother divided his coat by a crofs, 
for before that time, they bore firft a canton feme de fleurs de lis, and then 
they plac’d a ftar or mullet in that canton, which was another bearing, 
that regarded the croifades, coat armor was borne before the croifades, 
but thofe expeditions made the fafhion more univerfal, among fo many 
different nations, for diftin€tion of perfon. in time, the fathion became 
annexed to familys, and coats of arms hereditary : neverthelefs after they 
became hereditary, ’tis notorious, that people chang’d them at pleafure. 
fometime a man left off his paternal coat and took that of his wife, or 
of fome of his own or wifes anceftors: fometime they took one intirely 
new. thus Bigod earls of Norfolk from Henry 1. time, bore parte p, pale o. 
and az.a lyon rampant g. but Mr. Camden, p. 317. fays, one of them ufed 
crofs, fo the Villiers at firft bore fa, 3 cinqfoils a. but in the reign of 
. 1. Sir Nicolas de Villiers going inte the holy land, changed it into five 
fcalops 0. on a crofs g. fo Berkey family bore at firft a plain chevron. on 
soing into the holy land, they filled the field with r0 croffes patte 0, very 
many more examples may be brought. 


a 
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And this confideration alone is anfwer fufficient to all our antagonift 
fays, both now and when he refumes this argument ( which as ufual he 
calls a demonitration) when he comes to p. 67. then he is fond of repeat- 
ing my fancied contradi€ting of myfelf. 


Por inftance, he is again finding fault with the Beauchamp arms in our 
chapel. He fays the Beauchamp’s branched out into many noble familys, 
and each branch had its particular arms. this is well known of the Bean- 
champs, and all other great familys. he fhould have added, that parti- 
cular branches were not conftant in bearing the fame arms, and therefore 


what he wants to deduce from his harangue, his argument like all the 


rett, 
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reft, is but a rope of fand and draws no conclufion. after all his pretended 
complication of my errors and his own demonfiration, it ends in this. the 
perfon I fay is Hugh de Beauchamp, he is (as I conceive, fays he) the great 
and noble Richard earl of Warwick in the reign of king Henry V. and 
then he gives- you his pedigree, chiefly copyed ge mine, and deduced 
from Eudo Dapifer, Le) de Magnavilla, \ady Roifa and the perfons 
that I wrote about, all the difference between us is, he has given us only 
lady Roifia’s firft husband: for if he had fet down her fecond, he mutt 


have named our Hugh de Beauchamp, which is an abomination to him, 


I have given a plain reafon, or title why lady ROJISTIA cut the. 


fisure of this Hugh, becaufe her husband’s father, he, to be even with 
me, tells us the title, this Richard earl of Warwick had, to be cut ia 


this chapel. he makes him a Pangea of lady ROIS IA’s firft hus- 


band, therefore lady ROIS IA’s ae husband’s defcent in the 9th 
generation had a fit/e to be cu Py the chalk here: but the father of he 
fecond husband had no #it/e at all, a very cogent real this! and fo he 
goes on, to'tell a long tale of this Richard’s being a friend to hermits, 


another tst/e he had to this chalk-image : In in no man alive, but one 
occupy’d with a perverfe fpirit, would trouble the reader with fo much 
dull fuftian which amounts to.no more than this ; Dr. Stukeley fays, this 
is Hugh de Beauchamp, and though there see avery manifeft reafon 


for it ; yet I willhave it to be Richard de Beauchamp, or auy other Bzau- . 


champ, rather than the Beley he affigns, his beadroll of heraldical learn- 
ing, p. 68, is poe more jadicioufly ‘accounted for 1a Ferns Lacies nobi- 
lity, p. 46. where he gives the reafons of diverfiry of arms in the fame and 
kindred ive a ain, p. 67. Lacy, 


What he fays further about 1 HSE the very Boe undeft dregs, new flirred 
L 
A 


up, Of his wrong notion, of this place bevane, been ¢ hermitage chapel, 
and a public hermitage chapel too, in the very middle of a populons 


th 
town, and in the very market place Ate aid of which I have faid fufficient- 


ly already. it needs no confutation more than the bare propofition, to any 
reafoning perfon. 


To draw this debate into a very natrow compafls, “tis thns, he fays, p. 
17. that William de Beauchamp earl of Warwick who died 12.98. bore the 
croflets. but his father wed them not. 1 add Guido his fon earl of 7 


O 
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bore chegue or and az. @ chevron ermin, being the arms of the earl of Perch 
which his father ufed not. but Thomas de Newburgh earl of Warwick afore- 
time quartered it ; from the wite of Heury de Newburgh the firft Norman 
earl of Warwick. a whole figure of Henry may be {een in the firft page of 
Reg. hon. Richm. ttanding behind William conqueror. the fon of. Gay 
bore the arms of Beauchamp, as moit antiently with the croflets. but his 
father ufed them uot. now the common anceftor of all thefe, Walter de 
Beauchamp baron of Elmefley, Mr. P fays, bore only gules.a fefs or. 
but my manufeript of Bodexbams and many more books give him the 
croflets. there were three immediate defcents between this Walter and the 
earls of Warwick we have mention’d, and they poffibly might fome ufe the 
croflets fome not. but efpecially we might be-aflur’d, thofe that went the 
Ferufalem peregrinations did. therefore “tis the wildeft work in nature, 
to build demonftrations on fuch diftant, uncertain, and obf{cure topics. 
and I dare to fay, there is not a page in all Sir William Dugdales’s book, 
but with the engines ufed by Mr. P he might write a book as large 
againft it, and as full’ of contradiction, merely arbitrary and licentious. 
but the figure itfelf in our chapel is much better proof and demonftration, 
of the arms and perfon, than any he can bring againft it. for there can 
be no greater right than having been a croifader, and one of the firft and 
moft confiderable, 


1 


But I muft not forget his polite advice at the bottom of his 68 p. and 
why ? he is proving that the numerous branchings of the Beauchamp fa- 
mily bore various arms. did I deny it? what is it to the purpofe ? burl 
mean before I have done, to make the reader fome recompenfe, by giving 
a concife account of the original and meaning of the fcience of heraldry. 
Mr, P—— may take the opportunity of being Letter inftrudfed, 


2. The fecond figure I hold to be William de Magnavile father of her 
firft husband. the former figure feems to be plac’d firft, as near the altar, 
in regard of his having been fo early in the holy war. I examin’d this 
figure carefully, and am fatisfyed he has a helmet on, tho? Mr. P—— 
for luck-fake makes it a cap, but this is the fhape of the helmet ufed in 
thefe days, we are writing of : as Ican fhew by innumerable monuments: 
for inftance, in A/att. Paris, juft before the index, is the {eal of the 
knight’s templars, two fitting on one horfe, with fuch fquare helmets. 


this was in 1118, in king Richard’s fecond {eal in Speed, his helmet the 
like. In 
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In the church of Burtoz coggles aforefaid, built in Hewry Il, time, is 
the ftone effigies of the founder in armor, crosflee’d, as having been in 
the holy war. he has this fort of helmet on, flat at top, with a chaplet 
or chief around it, fet with gems. he is cover’d with a coat of mail, over 
that a fur-coat, and bend over his right fhoulder : with a fefs or belt on ; 
laying his right hand on the hilt of his fword, this perfon had a tomb, 
like that of Zhomas a Cantilupe bithop of Hereford now remaining. it 
ftood againit the fouth eaft corner of the church. at the reformation, they 
took it down, and ufed the great ftone which made the fide of the tomb 
for part of the church wall next the ftreet. tis a great ftone fix foot long, 
handfomely-carv’d into fix niches, in each the image of a knight in ar- 
mor, with {word and fhield, all their helmets are flat at top. in the church 
is another ftatue like that of the founder, which probably was his fon, 
which lay upon the floor. 3 


From fuch as are certain, we may argue to thofe we cannot direftly 
prove. in my church of Somerby by Grantham is a crosfleg’d knight, over 
it a queen’s head with a vail of the time we are writing of, both which 
we mutt therefore affign to this time. 


On the ealt fide of Iron-monger-/freet. at Stamford, 1s an old arched 
door ornamented with a man’s and a woman’s head. the latter is an ele- 
gant fpecimen of the woman’s head-drefs at this time, a fillet round her 
head, above the vail. this was built in that time. 


Mc. Peck about 1236. mentions the ftri&t orders fent from bithop Gro- 
teft of Lincoln, at this time, for the confecration of churches: in this dio- 
cefe, it indicates the new building of churches lately, whether de novo or 
on old foundations: and reconfecrating them: fometime to new faints, as 
king Henry did by Waltham church. 


See the. tomb of Brian Fitzalan in Bedale church, depi&ed in oLferv. 
reg. how. Richm, p. 242. he lived in the time of Henry I. his wife’s head- 
drefS like thofe we are writing of. the fide of the tomb cut into niches 
with figures and fhields of arms like that in Burton aforemention’d, Mr. 
Galewrites, there was.a maufoleam. over it, finely guilt and adorned : and 
fuch probably at Barton. coggles. 
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After lady ROIS IA had thus fet EP the pitures of her two ‘a 
bands fathers, the next made thofe of the three fons, the had, by her frit 
husband. 


3. Arnulf de Magnavile. 


4, Gefferey de Magnavile earl of Effex. who was a man eloquent in 
fpeech (fo I corre&t Dugdale, p. 204) and of great abilitys. he was fent 
with Richard de Lucy soainie the Welh, 


5. Her beloved fon, William de Magnavile earl of Effex and of Albemarl ; 
who lived all her life time. the other two dyed early. fhe has obferv’d a 
diftinétion in this figure, turning his feet both one way toward the next 
figure, his wife. he was a great man, both in the cabinet and in the 


field. 


6. Hex fon William de Magnavile’s w ife, that brought him the earldom 
and eftate of the houfe of Al/bemarl. 


eet ROIS TIA feems to have hada great friendfhip with her fifter 
in-law, Beatrix Magnavile, here pictur’d: ws married William de Say, 
and was the progenitor of the Fitzpiers’s, who took the name, honour, 
arms and eftate of the Adaguaviles 


8.9. [wo male figures diftinguifh’d from all the reft, by two hearts 
cut on their breafts. no mortal alive, but would take thefe to be her two 
husbands, except Mr. P who does not think Hke other mortals : 
and appeals to the college of heralds to difpofe of a lady’s family pictures 
in her clofet. then he brings a mufter-roll of trifling objeCtions againft my 
difpofition: as that two remain which I have not accounted eat! this is 
falfe. I pid accounted for the whole row, which is all that was neceflary. 
it would be a wrong head that fhould go out of the way, to account for 
Gomine sketches, where we have no foundation for conjecture. he fays, 
the Vere family, 1 have not taken notice of, this he obferves out of a 
great regard (forfooth) of our ladys moral chara€ter, her filial piety. no 
doubt, but he is much concern’d about it, when he willnot believe, there 
ever was fuch a perfon. but his obje€tion like the preceding is groundlefs. 
for I took notice of her filial piety, when ain eaAan the two figures on the 


fepulchral monument cut on the ground of this chapel, under ‘that figure, 
which 


( 1mr ) 


which I call lady ROIS TIA in TAB. II, and when upon re-exa- 
mining my plates this year I confider’d ir a frefh ;I difcover’d the fhape 
of a hand and heart ftretch’d out a long fide of the little tomb. and like- 
wife a female head at the feet. Ican’t pretend to fuggeft any other mean- 
ing in it, than an expreffion of her filial piety, toward the memory of 
her parents. and probably this was the pi€ture of their monument in 
Colne abby chapel, which ftill remains in ruins. Mr. Weaver gives us an 
account of It. p. 613. 


What our objeCtor fays again, p. 74. that thefe figures do not belong 
to the time of Henry II. but to about the year 1400. which he deduces 
from the head-drefles of the men and of the ladies: this again is ab{o- 
lutely falfe, and owing to ignorance, in the matter difputed. look into 
Montfaucon’s monumens. there we find abundance of inftances of the males 
and females habits and head-drefles exa€tly like thefe in our oratory. for 
an intire male figure, look into plate XXXIV. the time of S. Lovis, 50 
years after lady RO IS IA. but the habit exaftly the fame. in the year 
1200, a countefs exaétly the fame, as our female figures. look in Zome IL 
Tab. XVII, figure 2. the intire figure of Blanch de Ca file queen to Lewis 
VIII. 1220: the very fame as the ladys here, bating the royal mantle. 


I mention’d before, queen E/enor wife to Henry Il. in her monumental 
effigies at Fonteverard, has the like vail on, and a chin cloth: her arms 
drefs’d alike, fo king fobn’s queen. fo king Richara’s queen, without the 
chin-cloth. 


In the II. plate of feals rez. hon. Richm. Peter de Dreux earl of Brit- 
any and Richmond, has a flat helmet, his wife is in the head-drels and 
habit of this time, in the feal underneath. fhe dy’d 1221, 


We learn from that book of AMostfaucon abnndantly, that the fame 
habit both for men and women prevailed from earlieft times, to our 
Henry I, and 100 years after. vol. IL. plate XEX. king Pepin, queen 
Berta, Carloman, Gerberga his wife, all belonging to the 9th century, 
aré exattly the fame habit as ours ; the men with a belt on their waift, 
the women a vail: a girdle, clofe fleeves on their arms. 


Further, 
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Further, to quote inflances in. our adverfarys own way, from church 
windows. in 1745 I vifited Balderton church. by Newark. the original 
church was founded by the bithops’ of Sidaaceffer, that: long fought for 
place, I have fhewn to be Newark, in a difcourfe on that {ubjeét,: not 
publiff’d, all the eftate of thofe bifhops, devolv’d to the fee of Lincolu, 
which now poflefles a great part of it, Balderton is-a prebend. the church 
porch on the north fide, is of the original ftru€ture, exaétly like that of 
Southwell minfter hard by buile by Paulinus the Northumbrian apoftle. 
over the door, is the image of the Virgin Mary, carv’d in: baffo, reliewo, 
the main of the prefent church and ftéeple, was built upon the old foun- 
dation, in the time of Henry II. by the bifhops of Lincolz, and the fa- 
milys there, who had eftates, under the bifhops: whofe heads are carved 
in ftone under the arches of the windows, as we may with good. reafon 
believe, the moft eafterly window on the fouth fide of the quire without, 
is adorn’d with the head of our monarch Heary II, crowned; on the right 
fide, carv’d in flone:on the left fide of his fon Geffery Plantaginet bifhop of 
Lincoln, at that time under age, on the fouth eaft window of the church, are 
the heads of Fohu de Amundevile and Ermetrida his wife, who was niece to 
the eal of Albemarle, and therefore cozen to our lady ROIS IA. this 
part of the church, no doubt, was built by him. fee the genealogy of this 
family, and of thofe that married his heirefles, in Dr. Zhoroton’s accurate 
hiftory of Wottinghamfbire, p. 184. they had an eftate in this town. 


In like manner in a fouth window of the church, without, is the head of 
Robert de Chefaey, bifkop of Lincola > who built that part of the church ; 
he dy’d 1167. Geffery de Plantaginet fucceeded ‘him, 


On another fouth window, is another elegant female head; in the 
drefs of the time, exactly conformable to the images of Roifton chapel. I 
take it to be the head of Hugh de Buffy’s wife. who lived here, he died 

king Fohw. on the outfide of the head-drefs, isa fquare hoop: or filler, 
2s in the former of Ermetrida, a round one. 


we 


6 
* 


ithin fide the church, ona pillar of the fonth fide, is king Henry’s 
head again. Robert de Chefney bithop of Lincoln founded the priory of S. 
Katherin’s in the fuburbs of Lincola, to which he gave among other lands, 
three bovats of land in Baiderton, with the farm-hon‘es thereto belonging : 
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In his time therefore this church was rebuilt, and finifh’d by Geffery de 
le 4 are Fa , 4 . y 2 be . cy 
Plantaginet who after a fix years vacancy, fucceeded him, paid off his 
mortgages, and compleated his works, the pewing of the infide of the 

church is of the original work, and remarkably hand{fome. 


Thus much I inferted, to fhew the ufe that may, with proper judg- 
ment, be made of the carv’d heads underneath arches, in our churches. 
but Mr. P——s conclufions from fome grote{que heads in his church, are 
as changeable and uncertain as Harlequin. 


But return we to lady ROIS I A’s firft husband, Geffery de Mazn- 
devile mark’d 8. in TAB. III. I have a manufcript of all the genealogys 
of the Engli/b pose drawn up in an heraldic way, by the hand of the 
oreat lord Burghley. he wrote act books of this kind o oh dire chg ees, and 


1 


extracts out of the records of the cingdom : whereof this is one. he has 
this of our Geffery and his wife Roi fia. he gives us further, the emprels’s 

Gy i 
charter to him: in thefe words. 


Matilda imperatrix Henvici Regis filia &8 angloruin Domina conces/it 
Comiti Galfrido Effexiam, , fia Galfridus avus aust pees lmus pater efus 
tenuit. conce/fit etian ei Turrim Lundonie cum caftello quod fubtus eff, €3 
vivecomitat uti Effexie pro trecent is libris ficut Galfridus avis tenuit. €8 
vitecomitatium de Hertford pro fexaginta libris. €3 vicecomitatum lundonie &8 
Midlelexie pro trecentts libi cs ep etiam bercditabiliter jufticiarium Lun- 


- tie, Midlefexie, Effexie, & de He tfordfhire. Leftibus, Roberto Contite 
3 


Gloceftrie, Milone Comite Herefordie, Rogero Comite Cornubie, baldwino 
Comite Devonia, Gilebert Comite » Penbrokie, Comite Hugone de Norfolkia, 


€3 Comite alberico. 


This laft I fuppofe was Mandevil’s father in-law, the earl of Gui/nes. 


9. Islady ROIS IA’s fecond husband Payn Beauchamp, baron of 


Bedford. 
ro. The next figure is her fon Beauchamp baron of Bedford. and the 


e her three daughters by Beauchamp. thefe 
be named as poffible, from the very 
were wrote over their heads, as in 


three remaining figures, ar 
perfons are as eafily and pe us to 
{pecies and number : as if their names 
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The eldeft danghter who enjoys the family jewel on her breaft, was 
married to Roger, fon to Nigel de Albiny, who took prifoner Robert Cur- 
thofe duke of Normandy. he was fon of Hugh Gornay. to Nigel, Henry i. 
eave the name, arms, title and poffeffions of the great Afowbray earl of 
Northumberland. this fhews, arms were hereditary now. he fs one of the 
witnefles, together with William earl of Albemarle, William earl ot Effex, 
and Richard de Lucy, to the arbitration made by king Hvary, between the 
kings of Navarre and of Ca/flile. Hoveden. 1177. 


12. Her daughter who was married to the noble family of Wake. 


13. Her daughter who was married to William Fitzothes, Son of Ralf 
Fitzothes a Norman, who came in with William Rufus, and ot A4aud his 
wlie, daughter of Gilbert de Gaunt. lady ROIS 1 A’s nephew Robert 
earl of Oxford had the wardfhip of this Wiliam, and by the king’s direc- 
tion, married lady ROIS I A’s daughter, his niece to him. and bis fon 
was the famous Robix Hood fo celebrated in our Eaghfh poetry. Gilbert 
de Gaunt came in with Wiliam the conqueror, gave his daughter the 
earldom of Kyme, which afterwards defcended to Robert Humfrevil earl of 
Angus, baron of Prode and Rede/dale. 


The earlieft of our fongs and ballads refound with the feats of Robi 
Hood, called earl of Huntington, to which earldom he had a pretence. I 
have added the genealogy, which is a curiofity of its kind. 
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The Pedigree of ROBIN HOOD earl of 
Fluntington. 


Richard Fitzgilbert == Roifta 
dé Clare earl of Brien 


er 


Alice—Robert Fitzgilbert 


| 
| 
| 
| 


—= Ada daughter of William earl of Warren 
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of Kyme and Lixdjey | 
came inwiththecon- | ‘a 
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Wow let us refle& without prejudice on this difpofition of thefe family 
res, and you will find it well done, without the help of a herald, 
principal figures are her two husbands plac’d in the middle, with 
their children on the fide of them refpectively. fhe has fet the fathers 
of her two husbands firft of all, the children of her firft husband on the 
right hand, with her beloved fon’s wite, the heirefs of A/bemarl], and her 
husband’s fifter her intimate, clofe by her. then on the left handthe children 
of her fecond husband, a fon and three daughters, we cannot defire a 
plainer or more natural order and explication, 


Thefe figures were made in the year 1188. when half the kingdom was 
mufhing into the croifade. fo zealous then was mankind in the caufe of 
religion ? but this fpirit rais’d in our monarch Heary II, and his people, 
was quench’d by the pernicious machinations of the French king, who 
broke the truce, feduc’d the king’s fons again to rebel. 

This fame year, Hovedes tells us, Alemarle the poffeffion of William de 
Mandevile was burnt by the Freach, He in return, burnt 8. C/ares anda 
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the two monarchs us’d to be held’: as if he meant never more totreat of 

peace. but indeed the French then as now, practifed no faith, either in 
1 = > tal al cae? | Wad say vel EeNEserN oe TEA ENT NATeR TR : 

war or In peace: and ufed our bi ave king fo unworthily, both by theirown 

violences, and incouraging his fon’s rebellion, that it brought him to his 


end, the year after. 


William de Mandevile carried the imperial crown, at the coronation of 
Richard 1. he was one that {wore to his meeting the French king, to go 
together into the holy land, Ralph de Glaavile chief jufticiary of the realm 
defirous to undertake the croifade, refign’d his high office, and the king 
confer'd it on our William de Mandevile + but he dy’d in november the fame 
year 1189 at Roa, and was there interr’d, the fame ftroke cut off our 
lady ROIS 1 A, or rather, fhe might probably die at the latter end of 


the year preceding, and was interr’d in this her fepulchral chapel. 


And thus we have finifh’d the whole circle of the imagery, in an exact 
fequence, anatural as well as chronological order: not leaping from one 
part to another, as our antagonift falfely fuggelts. we have deduc’d our-in- 
terpreta- 


: 
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terpretation of this famous piece of Eaglib {culpture, from true hiftory 
of the time, not from invention, groundlefs furmife, arbitrary aflertion, 
monkifh annals, or golden feseas: ele it be efteem’d the nobleft mo- 
nument of thefe times, ‘any phere extant, and deferving our pains. here 
is a variety of events and tranfaétions of a confiderable part of a great 
lady’s life, all relating to her king, her country, her family, confign’d to 
thefe lating chara&ters. a writing in daffo releivo, the defign’d it, as it 
were, for the lining of her tomb or coffin. ate ‘dup in the arms of faints, 
of her deareft Fas) and relations gee quietly laid her felt to long reft. 
chance has produc d thefe matters again to public view, and it demands 
a due regard. ’tisa manuf{cript hiftory never betore publith’ d. 


We may conclude, though Azgelo and f Bandinelli might have m: ade a 
more correst drawing ; yet they could not have made a more fignifican 
defign, more concife, elegant and proper. they that endeavour to fet 
chis in a true light, have reafon to hope for the candor of the public. and 
*tis no mean thing to retrieve the life and aéts and fepulture of the great 
foundrefs of Roifton, which efcap’d the excellent Mr. Camden's fag eacity. 


From what Mr. P. writes, p. 32. I have no hope of pet! (uading 
him to it, he profefic .s from Horace, that he has neither faith nor charity. 
it would be a precarious thing, to interpret any one of thefe preceding 
groups only, and apply it to its refpective event, as in the account above. 
but when we confider the whole, it forces our aflent, defendit NumMEevUS. 
and the moft incredulous mt it needs fay, with the Italians, fi non eff vero, 
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places. it was cuit Cane to bury their feals with the de ecea fed, and this 


probably was what lady R O I§ 1A carryed about her, for common ule. 


Mr. Peck gives us a feal of 14a itilda de Dive jn the beginning of Richara 
I. fhe is reprefented at nn length, but much worte defign’d than lacy 


ROISIA’s figures, ’tis il] drawn and Wl underftood. but we 
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The commencement of heraldry about this time. of the ordiuarys or principles 
thereof. the chief, whence deriv’d. the chevron. the fefs. barry what ? 
the bend, the pale. paly, what ? the crofs, chiefly the origin of all heral- 
dry. the faltive. ecarbuncle. mafcles, fufils, bordures, flaunch, maunch, &c. 


Shall have the pleafure of {peaking to the reader in this laft chapter, 
a without contention, at prefent. nor am I under any concern, if fuch, 
as without any provocation, or juftreafon, have contended with me, fhould 
do it again. though I have an averfion to wrangling : yet a caufelefs 
wrangler gives me no trouble: rather adminifters an agreeable amufe- 
ment, in fearching for the truth, we have been all this while, writing on 
theage, wherein heraldry took its rife. ’tis a curious fubje&, when ftript 
of ‘the pedantry, ’tis commonly put in. we have had occafion to fpeak of: 
it already : and now with the gteatelt brevity, purpofe to open the {pring 
head of it, clear’d from the weeds of affeCtation. we are extremely oblig’d 
to the profeflors of this art, for preferving to us, the genealogys and hi- 
ftorys of the noble familys and others, of thefe remote times. ’tis a very 
great fault to difcourage this laudable endeavour, as has been done for 
fome time, chiefly by the gentlemen of the law. and they themfelves wi!] 
foon fee the inconvenience of ir, when they find an interruption, in thefe 
kind of records, 


After the declenfion of Romaa military difciplin, the fuccefs of arms 
became more owing to the hardinefs of individuals, and particular warriors, 
than to the united regimen and co-operation of the whole. and the cuf. 
tom of being arm’d cap a pe, gave rife to heraldry. they were only the 
nobles and better fort, that could be at the expence of it. and the ne- 
ceffity of their knowing one another, and of being known to their own 
men, oblig’d them to invent thefe ornamental diftin€tions, and colors, 


which 
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which became coats of arms, or coat armor, to particular perfons; and 
at length, defcended to familys, as hereditary cognifances, there might 
be drawn up a very fine and curious account of this matter and largely. 
but I intend only to give the heads of it, in fhort : becaufe I do not find, 
that ’tis thoroughly underftood, by thofe that treat of it. and chiefly, 1 
fhall infift on the fundamentals of the art, which they call ordinarys: be- 
ing the chic! lines and members of a {cocheon : which ordinarily fupport 
the innumerable ornaments and bearing of coat armor. 


This is a ftudy not unworthy of the beft genius’s. and fcarce any defpife 
it, but thofe that have no family to boaft of, nor hope for it, I men- 
tion’d the folio manufcript of the great Burgh/ey’s own compofing and own 
writing, containing the gencalogys of the whole nobility of Eagland, and 
moft of the foreign princes, drawn out with his own hand. and they that 
wrote memoirs of his life inform us, he much diverted himfelf with this 

er 


ftudy, and knew the alliances of ‘amilys both at home and abroad, pet- 
feftly well. no doubt, but ’tis an ufeful qualification for a ftatefman, 


a 
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that he may underftand their pretenfions and claims. and we aulcern tue 
a | jo nh GTB 8 iD fa Wey Rema Le VA a ee BI aa ag Re | 
ufefulnefs of it, by the fuccefs of his miniftry, among other things. 
William the conqueror, ¢ 
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portcullis, with fortéter re/s Fendum, belide his coat armor. 


:) 


William Rufus gave for his device, an eagle looking againft the fun: 
with this motto, perfero. 


King Stephen gavea fagittarius, fometime an oftriches feather in plume, 


with this motto, vi sulla invertitur ordo. 


King Richard 1. gave two lyons combattant : and fo on his firit feal 
in Speed. though in his fecond the three lyons of Kugland. when he went 
into the holy land, he took a crefcent and a ftar, 

We fee here in fhort, the origin and gradual change of heraldry, till 
badges, devices and coats became hereditary in familys : and generally 
{peaking fixt. but this is to be underftocd only in a general fenfe, for e- 
very one had it in their power to change their arms._ 
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I fhall therefore give my thoughts of this matter, chiefly from inftan- 
ces of perfons belonging to lady ROISIAs’ family and relations, 
and generally including all the moft antient coats among us: my manu- 
fcript of Wingfield Bodenbam’s above mention’d, being very ferviceable 
for that purpofe. 


Further, I copyed the famous Tabula Elyenfis (as I call it) being a 
painting of all the arms of the knights plac’d by William the conqueror 
in Ely abby, my friend Dr, Knight of Blunt/bam has an antient painting 
of it. thefe with the figures in the Reg. hon, Richm. are fome of our moft 
antient monuments of thefe matters, 


The foundation of armory called ordinarys, the firft and moft honour- 
able bearings, is no other than the fimple, military habit : till for diftinc- 
tion fake, it was neceflary to diverfify it, innumerable ways. 


Eas ee ee eee A 

‘The firft ordinary is the chief:, being upon the upper part of the fco- 
cheon. a French word, deriv’d from the Jatin caput, cappo in italian. it 
means the head er any thing relating to it. the cap. cappa is an old Latiz 
word for cap. capitis redimiculum. whence chaplet ; any thing bound a- 
bout the head, for ufe or ornament. fometime this was a wreath about the 
helmet, of one or two colors. or a ribband, diadema. fometime worn in 
civil, as well as military life. : 


hic manus ob patriam puguando vulnera paffi: 
omnibus bis nivea cinguatur tempora vitta. Virg. 


which may be thought equivalent to our cockades. In Montfaucon’s monuc 
tens in the print of Charles the bald, about 850, the princes his coun- 
cellors are reprefented with’ fillets about their heads, ty’d behind. in 
Speed’s hiftory, king Stephen in his great feal, has a chief ty’d on his 
armed head, with two fillets flying from it, behind. fee Mr. Gales’s firtt 
plate of feals of the earls of Richmoud, Conan 1V.a. d. 1170. has a fillet 
about his helmet. this being of different colours would diftinguith fo many 


great 
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great men, whofe faces could not be feen, with a vizor clofed. and thefe 
transferred to a fhield.in painting, became the chief, in the heraldic 


art. 


Geffery Plantaginet earl of Anjou, fon to Fulk king of Ferufalem, and 
father to our Henry 11, bore gules a chief a. which is faying, that this ta- 
mily bore for their military habit and diftinction, a bloody furcoat or ta- 
berd, upon the body of their armor, meaning the field of the coat; anda 
filver colord ribband or cockade, upon their helmet. in time, on account 


of the kingdom of Ferufalem, they added, over all an efcarbuncle O. 


Ranulf Glanvile chief jufticiary of England, under Henry Il. he was 
fucceeded in office by lady RO ISI A’s fon, William Mandevile.: as he 
fucceeded Richard de Lucy; her relation : he bore a. a chief indented az, 


Geffery. Fitzpiers de Lurgerfoall in Wilts. married Beatrix daughter and 
heir to William Say, earl ot Effex :. who owned Sabridgworth, {o called 
from him: he caufed his fon to.be called Mandeville, as heir of that fa- 
mily of lady,R'O IS 1.4?s firkt husband ; he bore a, achief fa. frette o. 


he.dy’d 1216. 


Sometime there was a bearing on the cheif: as Geffery Clynton lord 


Clynton, made {9 by H. I, bore a..a chief az, charg’d with two mullets o. 
which regarded his Ferufalem peregrination, 


Gilbert car .of Pembroke created by the conqueror, lived to king Ste- 
phen’s time ; he bore a, a chief az. charg’d with three crofles pate fiche, 
regard to his holy land expedition. 

Dodo deLizures time of king Stephen, bore O..achief az. —Lurginellus 
dux centum bipenniferorum o. a. chief az. Ely tablet, 


Guillim p. 40. gives us a coat tena, a chief o. chare’d with a chapour- 
net ermin, whl pike f 
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another, g. a:chief, furmdunted of another, 0. being two ribpands oF Cil- 
ferent colours, like our modern foldiers cockades, which may be faid to 


‘a. which is the pike or turning up of the cap, over the forehead. 
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fucceed in place of our chiefs, again 0, a@ chier az. a fillet below a, which 
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is no other than a double ribband. 
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ll. CHEVRON. 


The fecond ordinary in heraldry is the chevron, cavrone in italian. 
*Tis very abfurd to derive this from the rafters and roof of a honfe, for 
what has that to do with art military ? Leigh f{eems to fmell out the truth, 
when he fays, it was in old times the attire for the heads of women 
priefts. he means the mitra of the antients. like to which in appearance 
was the vizor of a helmet in old times ; when the face being open, the 
vizor is thrown upward, upon the top of the helm. and chevron may orl- 
ginally mean this piece of armory, which let down over the face, gave oc- 
cafion to the whole of heraldry, 


Or the chevron may be the French word chaperon, we rightly, in Ez- 
glifo call it a hood : being open before, for the face to appear. it was 
made of mail, and thrown over the back of the neck, upon the fhoulders, 
like a capouch, when not in engagement. ’tis call’d a heaulme or cha- 
peau by Fern: which originally was not permitted to any, under the 
quality of a king, in blazonry. when they wore a real helmet, then they 
hada chevron upon it of cloth or filk lin’d with ermin, with taffels, hang= 
ing down, fometime turn’d up again at bottom, like our riding caps, this 
defended them from the fcorching heat. among many fignifications of the 
word chaperon in French, one is the cover or holfter of a piftol, which is 
a good deal in fhape and ufe like the vizor of an helinet. 


Again, chaperon is a hood hanging upon the fholders, fuch as our gra= 
duates ufe in the univerfitys. aliqui tiare genus effe volunt, {ays Minfoew 
of a chevron. 


We fee the chevron or mailed helmet in Speed’s feals of king Stephen 
and Henry IL. piked at top. we often fee it hood-like, upon the top of the 
helm. in Guillim p. 48. you have a bearing o. a chevron in chief az. 
which is no other than a fteel vizor, on a gilt helmet. 


The Staffords in the time of William the conqueror bore o, a chevron 
‘ules, the meaning is, they wore a yellow taberd upon their armor, and 
. fcarlet cap upon their helmet. 


Lady 
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Lady ROISIA’s mother bote o. three chevronels g. by the 
name of Clare, earls of Clare. and in the E/y table of William the conquers 


or’s captains, Briaz de Clare bears it. 


Geffery Fitzpiers als Mandevile, heir of the name and eftate of lady 
ROISIA’s firft husband, bore g, three chevronels checke a. and az. 


[oy 


The earl of Cardigan, Brudenell, very fignificantly bears a chevron g. 
between three chaperons az, 


Duchet dux architeforum ermin a chevron g. Ely ta. 
Alexander de Monte g. three chevrons 0. Ely ta. 


Aumarus de longa {pata o. three chevrons g. in chief two lioncels fa. 


Ely tab. 
II. FESS. 


The third ordinary is the Fes, from the Latia fafcia, cingulum, {ays 
Minfbew. a military belt, in which hang the fword. the fée/s is the 
order of knight hood. Fuller in his holy war, p. 269. has a chapter of 
the honourable aris. in {cocheons, of nobility, occafion’d by their fervice 
in the holy war, the duke of Au/tria bears gules, a fefs a, in memory of 
the valor of Leopold at the feige of con, where he fought fo long, that 
his armor was all o’er gote blood, fave the place cover’d by his belt. 
whereupon he and his fucceflors dukes of Aufiria, renouncing the fix gol- 
den larks, their antient arms, had affign’d them by the emperor a fefs a. 


in a field g, as the hereditary coat of their family, 


Hence we may perhaps colle&, that Hugh de Beauchamp 1. of whom 
we have fo long difputed, for his valour, bore in the holy land, a golden 
1 bh a c tog 7 | i = p | 
belt in a bloody field. after his return, he added the Feru/alem crofles. 


T3014 Aa P Aaa Ad 7 bP s t 

William Fitzosburn high marthal to William the conqueror bore g. a. fefs 
: e a >° ch. J 
Oo, o'er all a bendlet a, —O. a fefs between two chevrons g. Anfe/m lord 
Fitzwalt. temp. cong. of whom Walt. Fitzwalt. related to lady ROISIA. 
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William lord Percy came in wet the conqueror. bore az. a fefs of maf 


cles'o. a whole figure of him n®. 3. in company of the firft earl of Ae 
siond, in the 1. p. of Reg. hon, Ricbin 


Nicholas Ufflet, time of WII, bore a. on a fefs az. three flowers de lis 0; 

Walter Clifford, time of H. I. bore checke o, and az. a fefs gi 

Warrin Vernon, time of k. Steph. bore a. on a. fefs az. three garbs o. 

Barry is a kin to the fefs. Beatrix fifter by the mother’s fide to W. conq. 
daughter of Her/win de Burgo of Normandy and wife to Alberic de Vere I, 
bore barry a. and.az. ’tis a {urcoat. made of horizontal flips of differing 
colors. 


Ralf de Me(chines came with W, conq. bore barry o. and g. 


Gilbert de Gauat, time of W. conq. earl of Lyndfey bore barry 0. and az. 
over all a bend g. anceftor of Robin Hood. 


William Mandud, time of W. conq, bore a. two bars g; 
Ranulf de Botevile, time of W. conq. bore barre o. and fa. 


Robert Eftotevile, time of HW’, conq. bore antiently barre a. and g. in 
time they added a ‘black lyon, 


William Lovel baron Level, time of H, Il. bore barry wavy o. and g 


Lhe Molton’s lord Egremont, time of H. Il, bore barry a and g, 


Stephen Fergaut, time of R. I, bore barry o. and g—O. two bars g. in 


hist te e torteuxes by the name of Wake lady ROISI A’s fon in law, 


Blundus dux barre nebule f£, and 0. Ely tab. 


Paganus le lorain equitum fignifer barre of 8. a and az. Ely tab: 
Abrahamus 


Alvabamus de pecam g. a fels between two chevrons a, Ely tab. 
Aimundus filius alani. barry of 10 0, and g. Ely tab. 


Gevardus de longo campo g. a fels 0. Ely tab. 


IV. BEND. 


The fourth ordinary is the bend, a band, fcarf, or fhafh as now call’d, 
a military honour. Guillim calls a bend finifter a fcarp, fcarf, French 
efcharpe. the bend lyes over the right fhoulder, whether it bea belt 
with the fword hanging to it, as ate it has been worn, and very 
broad; or merely an eee fcarf, 1268 Alphonjo king of Spain 
created an order of knights d¢ /a banda, who wore a red fear over their 


right fhoulder. 


Ranuif a Norman came with W. conq, created earl of Norfolk bore parte 
per pale o. and {a.a bend verre a. and az. 


Ralf Fitzooth a Norman-came into England in time of W. It, his fon 
married lady ROIS I A’s youngeft daughter : whence the famous Robert 
Fitzooth, commonly Robin Hood. he bore g.twobends engrail’d o. 


Miles Fitzwalter earl of Hereford, time of H. 1. bore g. two bends, 
one o, the other a. 
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Wm. marfhal of Bagland, time of . a bend of mafcles o, 
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Richard Brewer earl of Devon. time of 7, 1, bore g. two bends wavy o. 


O.a bend fa, Peter de Malolacu. 


O. two bends az. Ro’. D’oyley conftable to H. I. founder of O/emey abby, 
and of Oxford caftle. 


Philip lord Zalbot at the co 
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Robert lo. Grefley came with W.1. bore g. a bend and two bendlets in 
finifter quarter 0. 


Harold bafe fon to k. Harold, baron of Sudley bore o. two bends g. 
Hugo de Monteforti equitum dux bende az, ando. Ely tab, 


Adanus exercitus capitalis marifcalus g. a bend of mafcles 0. Ely tab. 


Fiden de Furnivallo lumbardus a,a bend betw. fix martlets g. E/y tab. 
Mali ducentorum peditum dux o.a bend fa. Ely ta. 
Euftachius Je blanch g. abend of matcles fa, Ely ta. 
Euftachius le nothus az, a bend of mafcles a. E’y ta. 
Vi PALE 


The fifth ordinary in heraldry is the pale, having its name from pall, 
pallium, refembling the archbifhops pall: which was a narrow flip hanging 
down before, the pall is the mantle falling down with a corner before: as 
is {een in Richard 1. fepulchral monument at Fonteverard, in Montfaucon's 
monumens. and the pile is really no other. pale in military ufe was a 
{urtout compos’d of perpendicular flips of differing colors: fometime fow’d 
together thronghout, fometime open here and there, that the armor might 
be feen underneath, like as in a Spanifh flafh’d doublet. fo the effigies of 
the black prince, in Canterbury cathedral, engrav'd by Elfrake. 


Earl Morcar fon to Algar the great earl of Mercia, meaning our Hoj- 
land in Lincolafhire ; he was lord of Brig-Ca/ferton by us, and bore verry 
a. and az, a pale fa, 


Walter D’evreux came into England with W, conq. who created him 
earl of Salisbury, bore g. two pales verry a. andaz, on a chief o, a lyon 
paflant fa. 


Geffery earl of Hinkky, time of WV, IL. bore g. a pale o, 
Hugh 
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Hugh Gornay a Norman grandfather to Roger Mowbray, who married 
lady RO 1S I A’s eldeft daughter, bore pale o. and az. | 


Hugh Bigod earl of Norfolk time of H. 1. bore parte p pale o. and az. 
a lyon rampant g. 


Wm. eatl of Eagle time of Stephen, bore pale g. and verry a. and az a 
chief o, charg’d with three eaglets fa. 


Hugh Longchamp lord ot Wilton time of R. 1, bore verry or and az. 
two pales o. 


Fulk Warren lord Fitzwarren temp. Jo. bore parte p ‘pale and fefs in- 
dented, a. and g. counter chang’d, 


Simon Silvanel the Norman, came in with conq, bore parte p pale 
indented a. and az, earl of Lesceffer. 


Urfois D'abtot fherit of Worceffer time of W. Il. whofe daughter and 
heir married to Wm, Beauchamp baron of Elmefly, lady ROIS IA’s 
relation: bore parte p. pale o. and g. three roundles counterchane’d, 


Pigotus tertius filius Bodet, parte per pale o. and fa. upon a lyon tt. g. 
a bendlet az. Edy tad. 


Bevalius dux militun verfus Ely a, a pale fa. Ely tab. 
VI. CROSS. 


The crofs is the moft honourable and chiefly the occafion of all the 
reft, arms were born, and diftinGtions of perfons, from the beginning : be- 
ing devices, badges, generally emblematic of courage and valor. but 
they became not commonly hereditary, or family diftin€tions, till the 
time of the croifades, as is agreed, on all hands, when our Henry Ul. 
and the Freach king took the crofs, with intent to make an expeaition 


into the holy land: it was ftipulated between them, that for diftinétion of 
nations, 
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nations, the Frevch fhould wear red crofles, the Kugh/b white, the Plaz- 
dvians green. this was onS. Agnes day 1188. 


“But ic was neceflary to multiply theie diftinctions, more particulafly. 
and then ee invented great divesicy of crofles and croffings. our lady 
ROISIA’s family, de Vere’s anceftors bore a quarter, or canton g, 
Seme de fleures de lis, 0. charg’d with a ftar a, but now, after the croifade, 
they parted their fhield crofs-wile 2 e,ando. preferving the quarter with 

the ftar. fo born by lady ROIS IA’ s brother. 


— 


= 


The Beauchamp’s her fecond husband bore a military belt or fefs or, in 
a red field, charg’d with fix crofs crofs-lets or. this was the ferufalem 
crofs, and ents the rola : for the fame reafon, as Wim. Romara earl 
of Lincolu tee them in his arms. Zacy’s nobil. p. 35. or the earls of 4/- 
bemarl and sane toh more. therefore our adverfary can $e no more 
reafon to de ny our Beauchamp his coat armor, than the reft : but for con- 
tradiction fak 


Argent a crofs gules, se S. George’s crofs, became famous in king 
Rithara’s I. time, when £7 agla ind was {ubjected to this patronage, from 
fome fortunate omen taken from that faint; who was buryed at Lydda in 
the holy land. 


Euftace Fitzjoba parte p croix o, and g. a border verry a, and az, time 
of W. Rufus. 


Wi. Bonvile temp. Stephen Rs, bore parte p croix o. and fa, 


Stephen de Fortibus brother to the earl of Champaign was by the conq. 
created earl of Albemar! in 1 Normandy. his fon William le Gros was earl 
of Albemari and Bloldtrngli in England. his daughter and heir urs was 
married to Wim, de Magnavile earl a5 Effex fon to ‘lady ROIS IA. they 
bore an account of their expedition of the croifade g. a crofs flore verry 

a, and az. Stephen went to the holy war with Robert duke of Normandy, 
Stree he took this coat. fo Win. earl of Albemarl, fo our Beauchamp 
father to lady ROIS IA’s fecond husband. Fuller’s ho. war. p. 20. 
that author {peaks much of the crofles, the confequence of the ho. war. 


fee Drayten’s polyol, p. 243. 
William 
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Wiliam lord Trasbut, in the time of W% conq. bore az. a crofs pate o. 
O.a crofs flore fa: Lamplugh in the time of . IT, 

O. a crofs pate fitche g. Galfride de fcudamovre time of H, II. 


Parte p crofs o. and g.a bend of the ad. Beauchamp, baron of Bed: 
ford, husband to lady ROISTIA. 


O. crofs fa, Fo, Orynes lord Ve/cy. temp. conq. 
O. crofs g. Fo. de Burgh, earl of Ulfer 


Urfois mafter of the conqueror’s military engines, bore a. a crofs fa. 
Ely tablet, he repaired the Roman camp fouth of Audrey canfy. 


Pezrel captain of 300 foot g, a crofs florea, Ely ta. 


— 


William Say lord Say who married as aoe Beatrix fitter of Geffery 
Mandevile ear) of Eilts firtt husbanc d of lady R OISIA, he bore parte 
Pp croix or and g. afterward they added a lyon paflant az, in the dexter 
quarter, his heir: general Beatrix married to Geffery Fitzpiers of Lugerfoal 
in Wilts earl of Effex, and chief jufticiary. he bore parte p croix o, and g, 


a border verry. 
O. a crofs az. Bobun earl of Hereford. 
Sewardus anglus prefetius a, a crofs flore fa. Ely. tab. 


In Montfaucon’ S plat e Eee fig, 4. peas lord of Avez (a mare(chal) 


and knight receives the banner t the croifade, from S. Denis. ae as on, 


a chaperon of mail, thrown off u ie his fhoulders ; to put on, in fight: up- 


3 


on his breaft he ae azure a crofs ancre arg, over all a ben d gules, he is 


= 


belted with his {word on. round his head the f/et. here in this fi fingle figure 


Cy 
you have nearly all the ordinarys in heraldry : and the pri scipal occafion 
of armory, 
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a crofs belt or thafh, akin,to the. crofs..: and ‘taken orm the: fama dco 
the holy war 
Geffery lord Botetort in the conqueror’s time, from whom is defcended 


the earis of Leroy, ofex, fiuntington, Berkley; Wentworth, Durfley, 
Ferrers, Willughvy, Stapleton, &c, bore o.a faltire:fable. 


Parte p, faltier o. and a, a crofs formeaz, Hugh Pudfey bp, of Durham 
uiticlary n. of Zrevt in time of in ig R: I, 


Zibetot bore a. a faltire ingrail’d fa. 


Nevil fa.a faltire a, Hugh Nevi] went with king R. to the holy war 


and aflumed thence the faltire, fays Fuller, and hencethe ftatues of crofs- 
leoced knights in our churches. 


Warin Fitzgerald hence bears a faltire g, in a field a, 

The efcarbuncéle is a crofs and faltire conan ’d, the earls of Anjou from 
whom our Plantaginets, bore g. a chief a, over all an efcarbuncle o, this 
from their croifades, 


Lady ROIS I A’s firft husband Magnavile bore parte p crofs o, and 
gs. an efcarbuncle fa. 

Befides the crofs and vaft variety of croffing, there were many matters 
relating to the holy war, which were beeattons of armory. as Fuller ob- 


o 
ferves p. 270. holy war, many perfons who had coat armor, chane’d *em 
for ate on that journey. many things were aflum’d befides ee 


fuch as efcalop-fhells, palmers-fcrips, ftaves, faracens-heads, mullets, &. 


George Villiers duke of Buckingham, fays he, bore five {fcallop-fhells 
yn a plain crofs : {peaking of his predeceflors vatoba in the croifade. for Sir 
Nicholas de vines knight foll lowed Edward 1. thither, affuming this new 
coat, before, he bore fa, three cingfoils a. on the fame account fobs 
Mallet lord Mallet temp. conq. bore az, three efcalops, o, on like ie 
the 
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Clyatons earls of Lincoln added two golden ftats on their chiefs. and 
neeftors the Styvecle’s of Huntingtonfbire three ftars on their fefs. 


. the 
my a 


that went 


Nor can we withold-due praife from thofe iilnftrious hero’s, 
ht to be 


out of true piety on that hazardous expedition, whofe names oug 
rations. fuch as Simon 


collected, and preferv’d for a memorial to all genera 
S. lis I, earl of Northampton and Huntingdon, ob, 1153. Walkelin de Ferrers 


baron of Okehaiu. 


eg 
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and was bury’d in the holy land, Sir Robert 
Tilney. Lord Dacres, Warin Fitz- 
bore a. 6 crofles crofle firche fa, 


Philip de Albiny who died 
de Vere. Fobu lord Mallet. Sic Frederic 
gerald. Ingelram de Fienes who from thence 
Amery de Montford. Hugh le Brain. William de Curci. Robert de Newburg i 
Girard de Talbote. Wilham Romara. the earl of Leicefter, Hug bh Nevil. 
Hugh Lacy. Turnham Touchet Pool Gornay Lifle £ 
Mortimer Berkley, &c. 
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Thefe among an infinite number mote, Mh ble 1t thi- 
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ther to fight againit tne Infidels. fee Drayton's £6 
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After all the varietys ana muitip icitys of ordinarys and crolies, ales y 
Gil] neceflary to multiply thofe, ana 
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tis apparent, that ic was is \ 

eet 6 ata One. one artihCe was, 
5 an infinite number of diftinctions, one artifice was, f 
inftance, after Colors and ordinarys wet 
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the out line by what they call invecked, 1 waved, >, 
battled, indented, dancette, O°’. and this was after the practi-¢ 0 
artificers who made tnelt (arcoats, and other matters Delon: 19 to thelr 
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Ferrers earls of Derby bore horte fhoes, alluding to the name ferrariis H 
fatrier. 


akan oe 
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The Veres lady ROISI A’s family took a blue boar for their fup- 


porter, from Verres in Jatin. Foannes Malmanus peditum fignifer, az. three 
finifter hands coupe, proper. Ely tablet. 


ee 


Se 


Others took the forms of animals, efpecially fuch as denoted fortitude: 
thus Roger Mowbray who married the eldeft daughter of lady ROIS LA, 
bore g. a lyon rt. a. langued az. acrefcent for difference. Mabil daugh- 


ter and heir of Robert Fitzhamon 1148. married Nigel de Albiny lord 
Mowbray bore az. a lyon rt. gt. o, 
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Robertus Normaaus Marifcalus 0. a} yon rt, fa, Ely ta, 
Rivers the fame temp. conq. 


Lalbotus 6 filius in legatione miffus g. a lyon re. and bordure O. Ely ta. 


William Daubigny tem. con. g. a lyon rt. o, 
Walter de Lacy the conquerors {word bearer 


0. alyon rt. g. Ely tablet, a 
whole figure ofhim in Reg. hon. Richm, no. 5 


Pigotus equitum 300 dix per pale or. and fa. a lyon rt, g. Ely ta. 


Elenor qu. to H. Il, bore g. a lyon rt. gt. o, the d, of aquitain and guien. 


Beaumondus equorum magifier congu 
lyon tt. 0. Ely ta. 


eftoris az. feme de fleurs de lis a 
i Vabel dc Ripariis married William 
i of Holdernefs bore o. a lyon rt. az, do 
Wi of William Magnavile earl of Effe 


de Fortibus carl of Albemarl and lord 
uble taild, he was fon by Avis widow 
x the beloved fon of lady ROIS IA, 


Adeliza de Vere fitter in-law to. lad 
bery ID. earl of Oxford, bore g. 
of thee, angles, 


y ROISIA wife to her bro. A- 
a lyon pt, 0. as dar. to Roger Bigot earl 
Algar 
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Alvar the great earl of Mercia at the time of the conqueft bore o. ari 


eagle fa, he own’d great part of our marfhland country of Lincoln/bire 
called Holland, whence, as I take it, the origin of the name and kingdom 


of Mercia. 


Our Henry Il. join’d his wifes lyon to thofe of his father, and thence 
bore three. 3 


There were many things belonging to armor befides the ordinarys above- 
mention’d which were introduc’d into heraldry. Majcles were a piece of 
mail. Hubert de Burgo earl of Keat and chict juftice of Exgland, who 
married I/abel the widow of Geffery Fitzpiers alias Mandevile earl of Effex, 
heir to lady ROISIA’s firtt husband, bore g.7 mafcles, verry a. and 
az. which was likewife the arms of Wilaoth brother to king Harold. Fujils, 
the fame, a. three fufils g, the great Mostacute, earl of Salisbury : anceftor 


to the duke of Mowtagu. 


Bordures, were a hem of a differing color round their military caffock. 
k thereof. and thefe chare’d with plates, rundlets, be- 
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Jabels round the ne 
zants, torteaux, & 


A Flaunch was a gufflet of d 
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A Canton It was a piece of ftuff of a-differing color few’d on the 


{ | ralser el Aan of Rritayy nephew to the conqueror 
right {holder of the taberd. earl Alan ot DVITARY NCPBCW to the conqueror 
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fering color, few'd on the fides of the ta- 
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A Fret isthe coat plated with crofs bars of iron, fa. a fret or maltravers. 
Sa. a’ fret a. harringtou, 


G, a fret 0. verdun. 


Guido de fantto leodegario a, a fret a. chief 0, Ely ta. 


Gauntlets, fwords, refts, lances, pheons the barbs or phangs of arrows. 
inefchocheons are fhields, battle-axes. 


Dunftan le gros fa, on a fefs and a canton a. a hatchet. g. 


Helmets. water-budgets, very neceflary in camps. 


r ed a oe cas (aig | 4 hoe 
Thefe matters all manifeftly belong to art military. befide which innu- 
merable, arbitrary fancys of private perfons. 
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Foannes de Eboraco amalo (Mauleverer) az. three greyhounds current a. 
Px, Pe | é 2 d 
ly ta. 


Ranulfus miles germanicus g; three cranes a, Ely ta. 


Bardolfus operatoribus prefectus az. 3 cinqfoils pierced 0. Ely ta. 


fret tay yey AAAI TLD he (41 Bh 4 
feutatorum laxatorum g, three falts 0; E/y ta. 


Pigotus —— ilium curator fa. three picks a Ely ta. 


Sometime they bore feveral ordinarys together, as the great Waltheof e. 
of Northumberland, Huntingdon and Northampton in the time of the conq. 
bore pale o, and g, over all a bend fa, he lived at Conington in Huatington- 
shire, and at Ryhalby Stamford, was beheaded by the conqueror and buryed 
at Croyland. his image now remains in the magnificent front of that abby. 
together with that of the conqueror, of lord Zurketyl abovemention’d, and 


many other kings prelates, and nobles, very well carv’d. 
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William Osburn, marfhalin the army of W. conq. created earl of Here- 
ford, bore g. a golden fefs over all a filver bend. 


Maud daughter of Gilbert de Gaunt earl of Lyndfey was married to 
Ralph Fitzothes, the bore barry 0, and az. over all a bend g: whence 
Robin Hood, lady ROIS IA’s grandfon. 


Then they invented bearings confifting of variety of colors and thofe dif- 
pos’d into variety of forms. hence the cheque o; and az, of the eatls War- 
ven, who became lords of Stamford, and of Grantham, a whole figure of 
eu earl Warren in his taberd, ftanding behind the conq. in Regi/t. hon, 

icht. 


Wiilus comitis Warren frater cheque 0, and az,a bend a, Ely ta. 
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Eneas de novo burgo, lozenge o, and az. a border g. bezante. Ely ta. 


4 


Nigellus de la fontana ermin three lunets fa. Ely tad. 


I have finifh’d what I propos’d: a fpecimen of what may be faid on the 
origin of heraldry, deduc’d from the art military of thefe times we have 
been writing of. I have illuftrated it from fome of the moft authentic re- 
cords of this fort, to be found : and generally containing moft of the an- 
tienteft arms. and the Beauchamp {cocheon in lady ROIS I A’s cha- 


pel is evidently one of the eldeft monuments we know of, relating 
thereto; 


Tee ee Tae 
RS ce Ra a IE ae AL Ro EEE SOL ee eer 


Bie Ret licvatantpeime iver catia se 


ER\R AYA. 

p. 14. line 14; populous, 25. % 9,Ale Gaunt. 29.2. 25, Milles’s. 40. 
CHA P.V, 48, 1. 21. after iz. 4L AQ, 2. 75 his. 43.1, 27, Glocefter. 44, 
Z, 28. fallible. 47, J. 31. appofitely, 45. /\go. of my book. 69. 7. 30. of 
him. 63. /, 30, purity, innocerice. 7. 10, ‘ater ftration, 71. h 4. after 
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